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1. Do you agree that the advantages cars bring outweigh the disadvantages? 


Someone has correctly said that “The car has become an article of dress without which we feel 
uncertain, unclad, and incomplete’. From my perspective, the advantages of the caroutstrip its 


disadvantages. 


On the one hand, the disadvantages of the car are only a few. The increase in pollution, traffic jams 
and accidents are the natural sequel tothe burgeoning population of cars. Moreover, our 
overdependence on cars can lead to a decrease in practices such as walking and cycling and this 


has resulted in a number of diseases such as obesity. 


On the other hand, I believe the advantages of a car are more significant. The most important 
advantage is that it has given people freedom of movement. The ease of transportation which a 
car brings is more than any other means of transportation . For instance, you can go from 
destination to destination and time is wasted waiting for the bus or train. Therefore, time and 
distance are not a barrier) any more, What iscmore, families camgo out together. This becomes 


especially helpful when there are elderly or the disabled and sick members in the family. 


Furthermore, the automobile industry provides jobs for millions of workers. Filling stations, 

restaurants, and other businesses that serve automobile travelers are of major importance toa 
country's economy. In addition, many developing nations have begun making automobiles tboost 
their economy. That is why India has promoted many automobile manufacturing industries 


such as Tata and Mahindra. 


On balance, the advantages to people's lives and the economic impact created by the car definitely 
outweigh the disadvantages. However, we must know when and how much to use the car so that 


we can minimize the demerits to some extent. 
An article of dress (phrase) something really necessary 


Uncertain, unclad, and incomplete (phrase) like we don’t have enough and want to have 


something 


Outstrip (v) eclipse/ outshine — be more than 


Sequel (n) an event that happens after and is the result of an earlier event 
Burgeoning (adj) develop quickly 

Overdependence on something (phrase) replying too much on something 
The ease of transportation (phrase) being able to move easily around 
From destination to destination (phrase) go from one place to another 
Automobile industry (phrase) car industry 

Boost economy (phrase) improve economy 


Minimize the demerits (phrase) reduce the bad things 


2. Some people argue that the government should spend money on public services and 


facilities, but not on the arts. Do you agree or disagree? 


The role of arts in modern life is unique, providing people with entertainment and fielding various 
psychological rewards, such as relief from stress. Despite these benefits, the arts have been taken 
as luxury goods in many cases, it is suggested that public money of a city should be concentrated 
in projects like public facilities, which are more likely to bring immediate benefits to the public, 


rather than the arts. There are a number of facts indicating that this position is right. 


Public facilities, widely accepted as one of the main precursors to a city's development, should be 
one of the highest priorities. Those underdeveloped cities in particular, should direct sufficient 
funding toward public facilities. While municipal office buildings, courthouses and post offices 
are essential components of public services, libraries, hospitals, parks, playing fields, gymnasiums 
and swimming pools are available to the public for social, educational, athletic and cultural 
activities. By boosting spending on public facilities, cities are more capable of satisfying the needs 


of citizens and improve their standard of living. 


In addition to social benefits, there are economic merits that public facilities can offer to 


communities. An integrated transport network maritime, land and inland waterways transport and 


civil aviation, for example, promises the smooth and speedy movement of goods and people in a 
city. Industrial products, as well as agricultural produce of a city, can be delivered to other cities 
in exchange for steady income. Of equal importance are public Internet facilities. Providing access 
to information by improving Internet and other telecommunications facilities has relevance to the 
ease with which businesses in a city receive, process, utilise, and send information, lit is no 
exaggeration to say that entrepreneurs, either from home or abroad, will first examine the 


infrastructure of a city before deciding whether to pursue business opportunities there. 


The arts, by comparison, although enabling people to see the world and the human condition 
differently and to see a truth one might ignore before, do not merit government spending. The first 
reason is that the arts — referring to music, film and literature altogether—are more likely to attract 
the investment of the private sector than public facilities. Businesspeople continue to invest in the 
arts in the expectation of earning lump sum income and the arts in return, continue to flourish 
without the government spending. Meanwhile, the arts are a key component of a culture and 
naturally passed down from one generation to another. Unlike public facilities, they require no 


money to survive. 


It is therefore clear thatconstruction of-_public facilities should\be given the foremost consideration. 
The concern about the well-being of individual citizens and that of a city is more acute than the 
apprehension about the survival and prospects of the arts, something that businesses have a stake 


in. 


3. Some people say that subjects like arts, music, drama and creative writing are more 
beneficial to children and therefore they need more of these subjects to be included in the 


timetable. Do you agree or disagree? 


Arts have little or no place in the educational curriculum so far because we have a feeling that 
time spent on these things is time wasted. Recent studies, however, have shown that a good 
curriculum that includes arts education can have multiple benefits which I shall highlight in this 


essay. 


The most important benefit of arts in schools is that it contributes to making a well-rounded 
student. Not only that, certain forms of arts instruction enhance and complement academic 
skills such as basic reading skills, language development and writing skills, so children do well 


in other subjects also. 


Another big advantage is that it encourages the pursuit of extra-curricular activities. Children 
get a chance to show their creative expression. When such hidden abilities are exposed in school 
time then those with exceptional talent can be encouraged to adopt it as a profession later on in 
life. It is a well-known fact that people in such professions are earning telephone figure salaries 


nowadays. 


Last but not least, such subjects are stress-busters. In the highly competitive era of today, 
pressure of academic subjects is too high. Arts like music, drama and creative writing break the 


monotony of tough academic studies. 


In conclusion, I believe that our educational curriculum needs a serious revision and more of such 
subjects need to be added to the school curriculum. They complement academic study, bring out 


hidden talent and break the enntijof tough academic studies. 


Educational curriculum (phrase) things we must learn at school 
Well-rounded student (phrase) student who is good at many things 


Encourage the pursuit of extra-curricular activities (phrase) make students want to join other 


activities outside the classroom 

Creative expression (phrase) creativity capacity 

Hidden abilities are exposed (phrase) their abilities are known 
Exceptional talent (phrase) great ability 

Adopt it as a profession (phrase) do it as their job 

Earn telephone figure salaries (phrase) earn a lot of money 
Stress-buster (phrase) make us feel less stressed 


In the highly competitive era of today (phrase) in a competitive world 


Break the monotony of tough academic studies (phrase) make us feel less bored with subjects 


at school like maths, physics, etc 
Bring out hidden talent (phrase) let us know our talent inside us 
Needs a serious revision (phrase) need to be changed 


Break the ennui of tough academic studies (phrase) make someone less bored with studying at 


school 


4. Many students have to study subjects which they do not like. Some people think this is a 


complete waste of time. To what extent do you agree or disagree with this statement? 


In today's competitive world, a broad knowledge needed to succeed in any field. Therefore, I 


disagree that it is a waste of time if students study subjects) which are not of their interest. 


Let us first examine the reasons why some people hold the opinion that students should not have 
to study all the subjects and should be allowed to choose the subjects they want to study. They 
opine that in this ;casethe »students will-probably be more enthusiastic about their study. In 
addition, if students are forced to study all subjects, they can easily lose interest in education. 
What is more, if all subjects are compulsory for studying, students will not have enough time to 


earn all of them properly; therefore, they will be constantly under a lot of pressure. 


However, I believe all subjects are of great importance and for the holistic development of the 
students they need to study all subjects equally at school level. Later on, upon admission to the 
colleges, students can select the subjects of their choice and can explore them further. At that 
age they are mature enough to decide their subjects for themselves. At school level the student 


may not know what his real interests are. 


Furthermore, nowadays, the job market is very demanding and the recruiters select students who 
are skilled in various fields. Having the basic knowledge of varied subjects during school time 
definitely widens the horizons for the students. To add to it, it is a well-known fact that most 
subjects are related to each other in some way or the other. For example, a basic knowledge of 
mathematics is needed to excel in computer languages. Finally, I believe that it is up to the 


teachers to develop the interest of the students in any subject. For instance, during my school 


days, my history teacher was so good that a monotonous and repetitive subject like history was 


the favorite subject of the whole class. 


In conclusion, I believe that students should learn all subjects at school level as they are not mature 
enough to know their real interests at school level and a broad knowledge is also needed for their 


holistic development. 


Broad knowledge (phrase) a lot of knowledge 

Be not of one’s interest (phrase) Someone doesn’t like something 

Opine (v) think 

Be enthusiastic about something (phrase) want to learn more about something 
Lose interest in something (phrase) don’t have to study any more 

Under a lot of pressure (phrase) always feel stressed 

To be of great importance (phrase) to be very importance 

Holistic development (phrase) well round development 

Upon admission to the colleges (phrase) when they enter university 

Job market is very demanding: it means that it is very difficult to get a job 
Widens the horizons (phrase) make someone know more about everything 
Excel in something (phrase) to be good at something 

Develop the interest (phrase) make student like something 


Monotonous and repetitive (adj) boring 


5. Some people think that people moving to a new country should accept new culture in the 
foreign country. Others think that they should live as a separate minority group with 


different lifestyle. Discuss both views and give your opinion 


Today, with the passage of time each and every country is in the path of development, and with 


this development there is a growing trend of visiting different places in different countries. It is a 


highly debated issue whether immigrants should do and behave as the people of the host country 
or should they stick to their traditional lifestyle and live as a separate minority. It is necessary to 


look into pros and cons of both situations before forming an opinion. 


There are many benefits of adopting host countries' customs. Firstly, it decreases chances of 
misunderstanding and embarrassment. For e.g. in the UK it is offensive to ask about pay to anyone, 
which is common in India. Secondly, a nation's customs and traditions are fascinating and offer a 
deep insight into that country. People move to other countries to broaden their horizon. So, if 
immigrants copy the customs of host country, they learn more about them and that too in an 
interesting way. Finally, visitors establish a rapport with local people because people feel respected 
when their customs are understood and imitated. They become a member of the host country and 


so they don't suffer from any culture shock, 


On the other hand, there are many advantages of.making,a minority;group. If,a, person, is, from.a 
country with strong and old traditions, it will be difficult for him to adapt to the new customs. He 
can't break the old customs such as food habits and wearing certain types of clothes. In such cases 
if he retains his old customs and.lives with his own community as a separate minority, he won't 


suffer from homesickness. 


On balance, I feel that someone who is moving to another country should respect the customs, 
culture, traditions etc, of that country. This is necessary because a newcomer is like a guest in 
someone else's home. So he is expected to follow the rules of that country. However, it should not 
be obligatory for him to follow those customs and change himself altogether. As time passes and 
he gets to know the hosts better then he can decide if he wants to adopt any custom or stick to his 


own. After all being a cosmopolitan is the need of the hour. 


In conclusion, I believe that mutual understanding between both the visitor and the host is 
necessary to maintain harmony. A cosmopolitan society in which everyone is tolerant of each 
other's customs and traditions is the need of the day. After all, today, we are part of a small global 


village and not a big planet Earth. 


6. Leisure is a growing industry, but people no longer entertain themselves as much as they 
used to because the use of modern technology has made them less creative. What is your 


opinion? 


I disagree with the statement that people do not entertain themselves as much as they used to 
because of modern technology. I believe that modern technology has not made people less creative. 


In fact, it has changed the definition of leisure and the lifestyle of people. 


Modern technology has changed our definition of leisure. Earlier, leisure meant going out and 
meeting people, playing outdoor games, going to cinema to watch movies and so on. However, 
today, leisure time is full of choices. We have so many things to do within the four walls of our 
house. We can watch countless programs on national and international channels; we can play 
online games; we can chat with friends and relatives insany' corner of the world;!we.can|do arm- 
chair tourism by which we can visit any historical place or museum sitting in our arm-chair. That 
is why perhaps it looks as if we people do not entertain ourselves as much as we used to in 


yesteryear. 


Another reason why people don't entertain as much as before is also not because of technology. 
Technology has, in fact, given us more time to enjoy but we cannot strike a balance between 
work and play. We have become workaholics. Life in the past was simpler. People worked for 
basic needs. Now work is not just a way of life. It is for personal fulfillment. We set goals for 
ourselves such as a house or a car. We choose this way of life. Now we have improved standard 


of living but this has come at a very high cost. 


Finally, I would like to state that the given statement is flawed because nowadays people specially 
take out time to entertain themselves. This can be evident from the mushrooming growth of 
leisure centers such as hotels, restaurants, fun parks and spas. Tourist places are full of people 


while train and air reservations have to be made well in advance. 


In conclusion, I believe that, technology has not made us less creative. We entertain ourselves 
more than earlier times but the ways of entertainment are different and technology has given us 


more choices than before. 


Change the definition of leisure (phrase) change the way we think of leisure 
Earlier: in the past 
In any corner of the world (phrase) everywhere in the world 


Do arm-chair tourism (phrase) don’t need to travel but sit at one place and still learn many things 


around 

In yesteryear (phrase) in the past 

Strike a balance between work and play (phrase) balance between work and play 
Workaholic (n) someone who love working than anything else 

Personal fulfillment (phrase) to get what we want in life 

Improve standard of living (phrase) our life has become better 

At very high cost (phrase) costly, expensively 


Mushrooming growth (phrase) rapid increase in something 


7. Many employees may work at home with the modern technology. Some people claim that it 


can benefit only the workers, not the employers. Is it a positive or negative development? 


Working from home with the help of telephone lines, or, in other words, telecommuting has 
become very popular especially where internet connections are fast and reliable, disagree with 
the given statement that it can benefit only the employees and not the employers. Telecommuting 


is a Win-win situation for both employers and employees. 


There are many advantages of telecommuting to employees. To begin with, it saves time as no 
time is wasted commuting to and from the office. It also saves money as no spending on private 


or public transport has to be allocated. 


Furthermore, the workers can take care of their family commitments like dropping the child to 
school, etc. Although most of the work done by teleworkers is monitored, still a few minutes can 


be snatched at times. Finally, the tele-worker can do some side business side by side. 


On the other hand, there are many advantages to employers. Firstly, less office space is needed as 
the workers are working from home. It is a fact that land prices are exorbitant and it is very 
expensive to build large offices. Not only building but maintaining offices is also very costly. 
Then, it has been seen that employees take less sick leave and other leaves. This is also beneficial 


for employers. 


It would be worthwhile to consider why some people opine that telecommuting is not beneficial 
for employers. They argue that supervising tele-workers is difficult. Statistics have proved that 


telecommuters take pains to work well from home as they realise the benefits it has for them. 


In conclusion, I believe that, telecommuting benefits both workers as well as employers. 


8. The detailed description about crime will affect the people and cause many social problems. 
Some people say that the media should be strictly controlled. To what extent do you agree 


or disagree? 


Nowadays, we are surrounded by a variety of media like the Internet, newspaper and TV, which 
are very informative and in doing so give a detailed description of crime This causes many 
problems in society and therefore some people opine that there should be censorship placed on 
media. I feel that the media should be very judicious Deselecting what to report and how much to 
report. So, I agree with the statement. In this essay, I intend to support my views with my 


arguments. 


As I see it, the news outlets should pay more attention to the affairs themselves, rather than the 
details of the crimes. To start with, the details of crimes give a misleading picture to the children 
and adolescents who are curious about the process of committing crimes, and are likely to copy 
the criminal actions blindly. Moreover, the excessive violence and pornographic contents can also 
raise the adults' criminal tendencies. In the other words, detailed crime news can generate 
individuals' potential desire to commit a crime, thus induce many social problems. So, there should 


be some control imposed on the media. 


Moreover, the detailed report of a crime does not show enough respects to the victims and their 
family. For example, if any murder or robbery has taken place in someone's house then if it is 
shown in detail on TV, the whole privacy of those people is lost. Another very strong argument in 
favour of censorship of media is that sometimes this detailed description can help the criminals 
also. For instance, when terrorists attacked Hotel Taj in Mumbai, the media reported details of the 
commandos' position on TV. This was also viewed by the terrorists hiding in the hotel. They 
changed their positions accordingly. Had there been some regulating authority, the terrorists could 


have been caught much earlier. 


However, the opponents claim that we have a right to know every detail and so media should report 
every detail. I still feel that it would lead to more problems. I think the media has an obligation to 
show the right direction to the public. It should report news in an objective manner rather than 


high-lighting the details of the crime. 


In conclusion, I believe that, although it is the duty of the media to keep us informed, the details 


of crime should not be shown and for that censorship of the media is a must. 


9. In companies, promotions to high positions should be given to employees inside the 
company and not to somebody outside the company or new hiring. What is your opinion on 


this? 


It is a highly debatable issue whether promotions should be given to employees from within or 
new hiring should be done. The given statement proposes to in-house hiring. It is necessary to 


look at the pros and cons of promoting from within the company before forming an opinion. 


There are many benefits to hiring from within. To begin with, the employee is familiar with the 
company. No special training needs to be given. The person knows about the general workings 
of the business. Moreover, employees feel that they will be rewarded for their extra effort and 
hard work. So, an employee who has been tested and excelled at a lower level can be shifted to 


an upper level. 


On the other hand, there are some disadvantages of hiring from within. Sometimes, the established 
policy of hiring from within makes some employees feel that they are entitled to promotion just 
because they have spent time with the company. Secondly, this can hurt the feelings of other 


employees who are not promoted. They may feel that they deserve the position better. 


In my opinion, a manager or business owner needs to remember that all the hiring decisions need 
to be made with the idea of strengthening the business. This means that sometimes a person from 


within can be moved up and sometimes a highly qualified person can be hired from outside. 


In conclusion, I believe that, each promotion needs to be done on a case-to -case basis and at all 


times the HR manager needs to do what is in the best interest of the company. 


From within (phrase) inside the company 

In-house hiring (phrase) hire somebody inside the company 

Special training (phrase) teach them how to do it in the beginning 
General workings of, the business (phrase) how-the-business is:done 


Rewarded for their extra effort and hard work (phrase) get some benefits if they try harder and 


harder 

Shifted to an upper level (phrase) move to a higher position 

The established policy (phrase) the policy made by the company 

Be entitled to promotion (phrase) have the chance to get to higher positions 
Strengthen the business (phrase) make the business better 

Be moved up (phrase) moved to a higher position 

On a case to case basis (phrase) depend on a person’s situation 


In the best interest of the company (phrase) the best thing for the company 


9. Some people think that animals should be kept in men made cells. What are the 


disadvantages of keeping animal in zoos? 


I disagree that animals should be kept in manmade cells. I feel that zoos are an unsuitable 


environment for animals and therefore should be abolished. 


Firstly, zoo animals are kept in very confined areas compared with their vast natural habitat. 
Due to this, zoo animals develop unnatural habits like pacing back and forth or swaying from 
side to side. For example, polar bears are given about 10 meters of walking space where as in their 
arctic home they roam for hundreds of kilometers. Similarly, lions and tigers are confined in cages 
where they lack exercise and stimulation. What is more, it is very common for visitors to tease 


and provoke caged animals. This also leads to unnatural behavior in animals. 


Secondly, the breeding programs taken up by zoos are not very successful. For instance, the 
Panda Breeding Program' has been very costly and-unsuccessful. Also }/zoo_life‘does. not prepare 
animals for the challenges of life in the wild. They are provided good food in the zoos, but if left 


in the jungle, they may die of starvation because they cannot hunt for themselves. 


Finally, the zoo is/an\unnatural enyirOnment_that\exposes animals to many dangers. Diseases 
often spread between species that would never live together naturally. For example, many Asian 


elephants have died in African zoos after catching herpes from African elephants. 


In conclusion, I believe that, zoos are unnatural habitat for the wild animals and there is no 


justification in caging these marvelous creatures of God. 


Confined area (phrase) narrow places 

Develop unnatural habits (phrase) do something unnaturally 

Lack exercise and stimulation (phrase) don’t have enough exercise and feel bored 
Unnatural behavior in animals (phrase) animals become strange in the way they behave 
Prepare animals for the challenges of life (phrase) make them ready to deal with difficulties 
Die of starvation (phrase) Die because they have food to eat 


Expose animals to many dangers (phrase) make animals face a lot of dangers 


There is no justification: There is no reason why we should do something 


Marvelous creatures of God (phrase) wonderful animals 


10. It is more important for a building to serve a purpose than to look beautiful. Architects 


shouldn't worry about producing building as a work of art. Do you agree or disagree? 


It is true that buildings should be more utilitarian than beautiful. However, I disagree that architects 
should not make efforts about making artistic buildings. I believe that today's architects have the 


expertise and the resources to design buildings which are both beautiful and useful: 


A good building should satisfy the three principles of durability, utility and beauty. It should stand 
up robustly and remain in good condition. It should be useful and function well for the people 
using it. It should/delight people and-raise their spirits. A good architect should strive to fulfill 


each of these three attributes as well as possible. 


To begin with, the burgeoning population and, he scarcity of land today have raised the debate 
whether he buildings of today should only be useful and not beautiful. However, the skyscrapers 
of today are the answers to both these problems. They accommodate a lot of people in the least 


amount of space and these skyscrapers are architectural marvels in terms of beauty. 


Secondly, the natural resources are limited and it is the need of the hour to make energy efficient 
buildings. For example, using solar panels and other energy saving measures are the need of the 
day. Today's architects have been successful in designing aesthetically appealing solar panels 
which need less space. The climate change that is taking place because of global warming need 


buildings that need less air conditioning and yet remain cool. 


In conclusion, I believe that, it is commendable for architects to understand function, and aesthetics 
both. It is a big responsibility to have buildings which are both useful and beautiful and architects 


of today have the capability to do so. 


11. Some people believe they should keep all the money they have earned and should not 
pay tax to the state. What is the purpose of taxes? Why do some people refuse to pay 


taxes and explain the effects on society? 


I disagree with the statement that individuals should not pay taxes to the state. The government 
runs the country from the taxes it collects. Taxes are collected only from those who earn above a 


certain minimum limit. It is our moral duty to pay taxes. 


Tax money collected by government is used to fund basic amenities, provide various services to 
citizens and for government administration and projects running of jails and defense system and 
many other operations. It is not wrong to say that “taxes run a country." Thus, it is very important 


for a government to make people pay taxes. 


Let us analyze why people do not want to pay taxes. The main reason ts their dissatisfaction with 
government in serving them. They blame government for things like a lack of infrastructure, 
poverty and unemployment, but they are not completely wrong as tax revenue is misused in some 
or the other way in/every Country.4Jn developed countries \however ybecause|of higher satisfaction 
from government's functioning, citizens may be more willing to pay taxes. Another factor 
generating dissatisfactions the tax structure itself. Often the tax system is complex and it drives 
people away from paying taxes, it is also felt that the tax rates are high and tax slabs are unequal. 


So they feel it is not unethical if one goes for tax avoidance or tax evasion 


Not paying taxes can drastically affect a country's revenue generation, my own country, India, for 
that matter. But then, it is desired that government come up with a fair tax structure and also make 
people aware where the taxes are being diverted. Even lowering the tax rates can help a country 
increase its tax collection as it would increase compliance among the taxpayers. Tax reform should 
also be fast so that no public grievance or non-compliance remains for long A proper tax system 


backed up with strict tax laws can produce the best results. 


In conclusion, I believe that, it is the duty of every citizen to pay tax and the duty of every 


government to use it appropriately in public interest 


12. Some people claim that public museums and art galleries will not be needed because 
people can see historical objects and works of art by using a computer. Do you agree or 


disagree with this opinion? 


It is irrefutable that nowadays, because of technology, arm-chair tourism through which we can 
see historical objects and works of art on a computer, has gained popularity. However, I disagree, 
that public museums and art galleries will no longer be needed. In fact, I believe that their 


popularity will grow even further. 


First of all, computers can never replace real public museums and art galleries. No matter how real 
and vivid computer images are, they are only images and can never be likened to the historical 
objects and works of art that we see in real or even might be allowed to touch with our fingertips. 


The difference can be compared to seeing the picture,of,a,mango rather than actually eating it: 


Secondly, visiting real museums and art galleries is a rewarding experience many respects. For 
one thing, it is a good exercise. While we are Snaking the trip to a museum or art gallery and then 
strolling about on ,the site, we gét\some_exercise which does.a lot.of.good_to our health. We 
generally go with family and friends and enjoy a lot. We also learn about the culture and tradition 
of the place. All this broadens our horizons which can never be done by the passive activity of 


seeing something on the computer screen. 


Finally, I believe that after seeing these objects and museums, our craving to actually see these 
increases even more and so we make efforts to go and see these places. This can be proved by the 
overwhelming number of tourists to these places that has been increasing ear after year. At certain 
times, especially when it is temporarily impossible for us to visit museums and art galleries in 
person, we can get a rough picture of what are on display on site. However, what we see from a 
computer screen is, after all, not exactly the same as what we see and feel with our own eyes on 


site. 


In conclusion, arm-chair tourism is there today but museums and art galleries will still be needed. 


13. An American film actor once said, ‘““Tomorrow is important and precious. Some people 
think individuals and society should pay more attention to the future than to the present. 


Do you agree or disagree? 


I certainly support the view. One should most definitely keep the future in mind and not fritter 
away everything to enjoy the present. One should always remember that the present would one 
day transform into the future, and when it eventually does, it should be safe and secure. The same 


holds true for societies. Let us consider why it is so important to be prepared for the coming time. 


The mortality rate has come down and the span of life is generally longer, but the period of earning 
is comparatively limited. Nobody knows how long he would live, but the age of retirement is 
generally fixed. One cannot work indefinitely. Therefore, during his earning span, he has to make 
sure that he puts aside enough money that will-hold him in,good stead,in his:later years,; when; he 
will be able to work no more. Further, the requirements in old age sometimes exceed a person's 


needs during the period of his youth. 


Deteriorating health, translates into)higher, medical bills and_hospital.chafges being weak and 
infirm, one needs to spend more on commuting. He will need to hire assiStants to help in the house. 
Next come the needs of the family. One has to provide for the education and marriage expenses of 
the dependent members of the family, like children and even grandchildren. One has to pay one's 
insurance premiums, and even for the day-to-day needs of the younger members of the family, till 
such time as they are employed and earning. Moreover, one may incur extra expenditure on leisure 
activities. People generally travel more after retirement to meet their relatives and friends who may 
be settled and staying far away from them. There would also be the visual expenses on house 
maintenance and repair, and the payment of personal and property taxes. The societies should also 
think about tomorrow. Neighborhood should be planned nicely. Everyone should participate in 
community projects. Good educational institutes and health centres should be there in all areas. If 
only today is looked into and no planning is done for tomorrow then crime and violence would 


increase in society and everyone would suffer. 


Therefore, it is imperative that people and societies plan wisely for the future. If one has saved 


enough, one can sit back and enjoy peace and comfort in ones later years and even witness the 


smile of joy on the faces of one's children. If he has saved not, then the journey ahead would be 


dreary and dismal indeed. 


14. Teachers used to convey information, but now with wide resources of information. Some 
people think that there is no role for teachers to play in modern education, others 


disagree. Discuss both views and give your opinion? 


I disagree with the view that teachers have lost their importance in education because of the 
abundant resources such as the internet. 1 firmly believe that teachers are as important as before 


and even more so. Both sides of the argument will be-explained. 


It is irrefutable the computer and internet have made possible distance education and on-line 
education, in this regard computers are a boon for the handicapped, those living in remote areas 
and those in job. They can studyrany time of the day or night with the internet access. This has 
made education approachable for many who cannot for some reason-or-the other attend a college 


or university. 


However, I still feel that teachers can never lose their importance. In learning and practice of more 
complex ideas, the computer is not adequate It can tell if the answer is right or wrong but it cannot 
tell where the student went wrong. Tasks involving reasoning cannot be taught using computers. 
Moreover, teachers add their own knowledge gained through experience that of books and other 


resources. 


Furthermore, teachers can stimulate students' interest and it is an undeniable fact that stimulated 
people tend to learn more. They can keep students focused on study. A student studying by himself 
may get bored and stop studying. Teachers can provide a faster and simpler way to present 
information to the students. They can come down to the level of a student and so are definitely 
better than computers. What is more, teachers are role models for students. They are scholars in 


action. They not only teach academic subjects, but also many social skills. 


In conclusion, I believe that, there is no doubt that modern resources have changed education from 
a teacher-oriented one to a student-centred one, but teachers will always hold their importance and 


can never be replaced by any technology. 


15. Sending criminals to prison is not the best method of dealing with them. Education and 


job training are better ways to help them. Do you agree or disagree? 


Opinions are divided as to the best way to reduce crime. The traditional solution is to punish 
the criminals by putting them in prison. Some hold the view that education and job training 
are the long term solutions to cut crime. In my opinion, prison is the only answer in a few 


situations, but in most cases education, vocational training and rehabilitation are better. 


Prison is the only answer in case of criminals who are a dire threat to the society, such as 
murderers. They cannot be made to mix with society. Some people also say that people would not 
be afraid of committmg crime if fear of imprisonment is\not there. But I still feel that in the 


majority of cases can do without prisons. 


In traditional prisons, people learn a lot about crime and so when they leave prison they will 
commit even more crime. In other words, prisons act as universities of crime. So petty offenders 
like shop-lifters and pick-pockets should be given some vocational training and education. It is 
a well-known fact that the basic causes of crime are poverty, illiteracy and unemployment. So, if 
we provide education and job training then we would be removing the causes of crime. If 
criminals are rehabilitated by some forms of employment, then they would certainly not 


reoffend. 


Furthermore, the prisons are expensive to maintain. The government can spend that money on 
other important matters such as education and healthcare. This would ease some burden from the 
government's shoulders. The petty and minor criminals can also be employed in some 


community service projects after providing education and vocational training. 


In conclusion, I believe that, we should hate the crime and not the criminal. To fight crime, we 


should focus on the causes of crime. Education and job training help to rehabilitate the 


criminals. So, people who commit less serious crimes should not be sent to prison. Focus should 


be on reforming them. 


Opinions are divided as to something: People have different views about something 
Vocational training (phrase) teach criminals a job 

A dire threat to someone (phrase) be dangerous to someone 

Remove the causes of something (phrase) stop something from happening 
Reoffend (verb) commit the crime again 

Petty and minor criminals (phrase) those who commit small crimes 


Ease some burden from the government's shoulders (phrase) make somebody less stressed and 


worried 


Community service (phrase) work that someone does as a punishment, instead of going to prison 


Rehabilitate (v) to help someone who has been ill or in prison to return to 


a healthy, independent, and useful life 


Reform (v) change 


16. Rich countries should not employ skilled labor from poor countries, as poor countries 


need the workers more. Do you agree or disagree? 


Rich countries depend heavily on cheap imported labor to increase their profit margin. This 
demand for outsourcing increased further during recession faced by USA. Although poor countries 
may need their skilled workers to help them develop as a nation, it is felt that overall greater benefit 
is reaped when their skilled workers are employed by rich countries. This essay shall analyze how 
the employment of cheap foreign labor helps the developing countries also by giving them chances 


for skill development and economic growth. 


Firstly, when developed countries outsource work, requiring skilled labor to developing countries, 
a demand is created in those poor countries which leads to higher education in those poorer nations. 
For example, in the late twentieth century, India saw a huge influx of software development work 
from the United States and this corresponded positively to an equal growth in the Indian tech- 
related education sector. This example shows that if developing countries make their skilled labor 
available for hire to the world, they also develop their internal infrastructure such as good 
educational institutes. Thus, developing countries also benefit when an openness to foreign 


employment is embraced. 


In addition to this, the economies of developing countries are given new avenues in which to grow 
when a working partnership with developed countries is established. Again, take the relationship 
between the United States and India as an example. Currently, English-speaking receptionists in 
India handle telephone support for many different American products. These employment options 
encourage more and more Indians to study English, which in turn creates all sorts of new 
opportunities for business relationships between the two countries. Thus, the idea that poor 


countries should close their doors to foreign interest in their skilled labor is not supported. 


It has also been seen ‘that workers from poor-countries.carm. more from rich countries than they 
would from employment within their country. Most of them invest that money in their own country 


and this improves the overall economy of the poor countries. 


In conclusion, I believe that, poorer countries are in most cases better by making their skilled 
labor available to developed countries. This trend is in no way detrimental to their own 


development. 


17. Individuals should not be allowed to carry guns. To what extend do you agree or disagree 


with this statement? 


There are some who hold the opinion that gun ownership should be restricted, as it is in many 
countries, and that people in general should not be permitted to keep them. There are a number of 


reasons to agree with this point of view, as will now be discussed. 


A major reason why governments should not allow people to have guns is because of the potential 
for accidents. In America, for example, you can legally shoot people if you find them robbing your 
house, but this can lead to people dying over leases of mistaken identity. In addition, there are 
crimes where people act rashly or in anger, so guns that were intended for defence are often used 


aggressively. 


There is also the intentional damage caused by guns. It is statistically evident that the number of 
gun-related crimes is higher in countries where firearm ownership is legal. Countries like America, 
for example, suffer from a disproportionately high number of fatal shootings in comparison with 


most other countries. 


Some people, however, argue that shooting is a sport, thus being prevented from owning their 
own firearm is both unjust and violation of our rights. Yet this must be balanced with the 


overwhelming number of people who use guns;for criminal-purposes, 


To sum up, it is clear that the proliferation of guns leads to injury and death both intentionally and 
unintentional. Although there are points to support gun ownership, they are weak in comparison 


with the rising tide.of.gun crime, Situation which wilLonly continue to worsén. 


18. The subjects and lesson contents are decided by the authorities such as the government. 


Some people argue that teachers should make the choice. Agree or disagree? 


In almost all parts of the world, there is a Rational curriculum decided by the government which 
is followed in all schools. Some people however feel that it restricts the teachers freedom to 
respond to the students' needs and so teachers should decide the school curricula. I believe that 
the national curriculum is good enough and has withstood the test of time but some portion of the 


curriculum should be left in the hands of the teachers. 


Having a national curriculum merely standardises what is taught across the country, giving equal 
opportunity to all. If we Abolish the national curriculum, anything could be taught and students 


would have even less equal opportunities. This would also worsen the gap between the government 


and private schools, it may also imply that religious schools could teach only religion and ignore 


science and therefore many students would not receive a well-rounded education. 


On the other hand, it is also true that the national curriculum does not allow for enough local 
variation. It is important for children to learn the values of things such as local history, accents and 
dialects. We are not all the same and school should reflect on that. The present problem is that the 


curriculum is too comprehensive. It tries to squeeze all children into the same mold. 


What is actually needed is a more flexible policy to allow for individual aptitudes and interests. 
However, there should still be a limited core curriculum which should be decided by the 
government. Then the teachers should be given some freedom to offer any other subjects which 
the pupils and their parents want. Young people of all ages would be much more likely to 
thoroughly enjoy school, learn effectively, develop their individual talents, and gain a love of 
learning which will illuminate their whole lives., Teachers. would-“walk,tall'.in our-society-and 


establish their proper roles guardians of the future 


In conclusion, I believe that, a national curriculum should be there but there should also be room 


for teachers to have their say, whereéver-needed. 


19. Money for postgraduate research is limited. Some people think that financial support 


from governments should be provided for scientific research. Do you agree or disagree? 


There is no doubt that postgraduate research can provide a lot of wealth to country. However, it is 
a matter of debate whether all these researches should be funded by governments. | agree with the 
statement that government should fund only scientific research and the less useful research should 


be sponsored by some private agencies. 


There is a strong argument why only scientific researches should be done by the government. 
Government has so many other responsibilities on its shoulders. It has to provide infrastructure 
such as transportation, hospitals and education institutes to the citizens. Then it has to support the 


defence services and even maintain law and order in the country. 


It is, however, important to identify areas where only the government should carry out and control 
scientific research. Firstly, researches into nuclear technology and national defence are very 


crucial. They cannot be left into the hands of private companies. Secondly, some researches are 


only for the advancement of knowledge. In such research the private companies have no incentive. 


So the government should take the leading role. 


There are many benefits if private companies participate in postgraduate researches. To begin 
with, researches are done more efficiently by private companies because they are profit driven. 
Every dollar is spent wisely on sure maximum benefits and every resource is used effectively to 
avoid waste. Also, researches by private companies are closely associated with market needs. 
Private companies are market oriented so they always come up with inventions that have practical 
values that can increase productivity and improve life. For example, researches in cosmetics and 


cough medicines. 


In conclusion, I believe that, governments should identify areas of scientific research which 
cannot be left in the hands of private companies and leave the other less important researches in 


the hands of private companies. 


20. Television has, changed the quality of life for the ordinary,person. Do you agree or 


disagree? 


There is probably no greater influence on social issues and society itself than the television. It has 
become arguably the greatest invention of the past century. There is no doubt that it has 
significantly changed the life of an ordinary citizen. The point to be pondered over is that as 


television has saturated our lives, has it always resulted toward our betterment? 


With TV, we have witnessed countless historical events: inaugurations of presidents; man's first 
steps on the moon; even disasters as they happen. We watch TV in the morning to receive the daily 
news. We eat watching it. We watch it before they go to bed. While enjoying the entertaining 
programs aired on television, we hardly give thought to its detrimental effects, especially on young 


children. 


The box has made us get rid of courtesies. When we have a guest, we cannot even conceal our lack 
of interest and attention in what they are saying, let alone fuming the volume down or switching it 


off altogether. We never think twice before turning the TV on at about 12:30 in the morning at a 


high volume. The half-literate domestic helper watches TV serials when she is free, whereas she 


would try hard to read the newspapers had it been a few years ago. And the list can go on. 


In earlier times women spent their idle afternoons visiting their neighbors and men socialized with 
their friends and colleagues. In today's competitive world people are willing to work for longer 
hours for a better future. It's already hard for the modern urban Indian to spend time even with 


their family. But in spite of that, the television eats up from the few hours one gets to stay at home. 


Such meager interaction increases the distance between spouses, and more importantly, between 
children and their parents, which has been found to harm the way they grow up and form 
relationships. What is more, the advertisements succeed in giving rise to strong materialistic wants 


in people, which must be one of the reasons why our society is becoming increasingly consumerist. 


Therefore, moderation is quite important to ensure that the television is used as a source of healthy 
entertainment and for Enhancing knowledge. So;itGs better to Seta time limit for! watching 
television. Children should be encouraged to participate in activities like playing and reading 
books. Before allowing children to watch television programs, the parents should take into account 
the program reviews, and, teleyision)ratings. Théey.should be,encouraged to*watch programs that 
reinforce family values. As parents re the role models for their children, hence it is equally 


important to limit your own television watching, to set an example for them. 


To sum up, it can be said that television has changed the life of the ordinary man beyond 
recognition both negative and positive ways. We must ration our TV viewing hours in order to 


escape from its cons. 


21. Some people think the government should pay for health care and education, but other 
people claim that it is the individual's responsibility. Discuss both views and give your 


opinion? 


Nowadays, health care and education have become the focus of the people's concern. It is a 
highly debated issue as to who should pay for these services. There are those who argue that the 


government should pay for them while others think the costs should be shouldered by 


individuals. Personally, I think that basic healthcare and primary education should be on the 


government but advanced health care and higher education should be borne by the individual. 


It is irrefutable that it is the government's responsibility to make basic health care and primary 
education accessible to everyone. The reason is that a nation's prosperity very much depends 
on the contribution made by its well- educated citizens who are in good health. After all we all 
pay taxes and so we are entitled to get something back in return. Private schools and private 
hospitals can be available for those who want and can afford it but the free schools and free 


government hospitals should always be there. 


On the other hand, individuals should be responsible for their advanced health care. Actually, 
the advanced medical and surgical treatments are very expensive. So, instead of depending on 
government we should take some health insurance or save in any other way with the tomorrow 
in mind. Higher education, too, benefits thesindividual, more; than, the, nation. ;So, it is quite 


reasonable to pay for it from one's pocket. 


There are, of course, some sections of society who cannot afford their own healthcare. The 
government should have, some {System of knowing their financial_status.and provide free 
healthcare so that nobody dies for want of treatment. As far as higher education is concerned, 
the government can have some system of interest free loans for the needy and meritorious 


students. 


To sum up, basic education and primary education should be borne by the government but 


advanced health care and education should be paid by the individual from his pocket. 


The focus of the people's concern (phrase) make people really concerned 
The costs should be shouldered by individuals: people should pay them 
It is irrefutable that clause: We can’t deny that... 


Make basic health care and primary education accessible to something (phrase) make sure 


people have access to healthcare and education 
Nation's prosperity (phrase) the growth or success of a nation 


Well-educated citizen (phrase) good citizen 


To be in good health (phrase) healthy 


To be entitled to get something back in return (phrase) have the right to receive something 


because we give something to others 

Cannot afford their own healthcare (phrase) cant pay for the care 

Financial status (phrase) whether they have a lot of money or have no money 

Die for want of treatment (phrase) die because they can’t receive the treatment 
System of interest free loans (phrase) lend them money without too much interest 
The needy (n) poor people 


Meritorious student (phrase) excellent students 


22. Some people think typical teaching of a teacher and students in the class will not exist 


by the year 2050. Are you optimistic.or_péssimistic about this view? 


Technology is progressing at an exponential pace and this makes it very difficult to predict what 
the schools and the teacher-taught relation of 2050 will be like. However, I do agree with the given 


statement that the typical teaching of a teacher and students in the class will not exist by 2050. 


Education will be driven by technology and learning will be able to happen anytime and anywhere. 
Students will also be able to make choices inflow they learn the content. Learning will be based 
on individual interest and need It will no longer be the 'one size fits all' approach. Technology will 
serve as a means to access the resources that students will be able to utilize in order to broaden 
their learning. Teachers will become facilitators of knowledge and no longer the only experts 
because of the rapid and constant changes and additions to information that can be found. For 
example, the amount of medical knowledge doubles every eight years; it is said that half of what 
an engineering student learns in their first year is obsolete or revised by the time they graduate. 
The teacher will still guide students through learning but it will be impossible for teachers to have 


all the knowledge with technology that is capable of finding more than can be learned. The teacher 


will still be needed to help students learn where to locate information and help students evaluate 


sites and resources for validity. 


Specialists in technology will need to be part of the educational environment to constantly enrich 
the learning environment for students. Each child will have a portable computer and textbooks will 
not exist. Teachers will use tablet PCs and projectors to call up image sat the front of the classroom 
at the touch of a button with the old sound of chalk on a blackboard being replaced by the hum of 


desktop computers. 


To sum up, I believe that, despite all the new technology in 2050, school would still remain a study 
environment and teachers would still be there even if their way of imparting knowledge would be 


driven by technology. 


23. In several years many languages die out. Some say it is not important because if we speak 


fewer languages life would be easier. Do you agree or disagree? 


The United Nations estimates that approximate 6,500-Janguages-are spoken in the world today. By 
the end of this century, many linguists estimate that over half of those 6,500 languages will be 
gone. Some opine that it is futile to save these languages because it is more convenient to have 


fewer languages today. I agree with this view. 


The reason why the possibility of a language dying raises so much concern for sociolinguists is 
that language is directly related to culture. It is said that, "When a language dies, a culture dies". 
Secondly, these languages are a significant part of their speaker's identity. Beyond preserving 
culture and using language as a part of the speakers' identity, a very practical reason for wanting 
to save a dying language is that archaeologists and anthropologists can get a wealth of information 
about a society from its language. If a language dies out so does our access to direct knowledge 


about its customs, folk tales, and vocabulary for describing the world. 


However, languages that lose their communicative purposes and are abandoned by speakers should 
disappear from the public arena. The truth of "when a language dies, a culture dies" does not imply 


the truth of when a language is saved, a culture is so saved. The change of culture is a normal part 


of the law of change and we should welcome this change. The only thing that can be achieved by 


saving a language is or intra-linguistic studies and nothing more. 


Furthermore, it is irrefutable that what actually kills languages is the choices of the speakers. The 
moment the speakers of a language realize that their language does not have a global functionality, 
they begin to abandon it. In today's global village, it is far more convenient to have a few 
languages. There is better communication and also more promising job prospects worldwide with 
fewer languages. Even the technology of today is more comfortable to learn with fewer languages. 
So, such languages that have limited potential at the global stage, and they thus come under threat 


or even die, it would be better to let them die. There is no need to preserve them. 


In conclusion, I believe that, the idea of saving threatened languages sounds good but it is difficult 
to achieve because the speakers have a right to shift to another language. Once this happens, there 
is no logical basis for saving a past linguistic behavior; Whatis more, globalization-will continually 
lead to language shift. This trend is not likely to abate. Therefore, it is not important to save 


endangered languages. 


24. People find it very difficult to speak in public or to give a presentation before an 


audience. Do you think public speaking skill is really important? Give reasons. 


Public speaking and oratory are the most valued skills that an individual can possess These skills 
can be used for almost anything. The most influential prophets and leaders were those who could 
sway their audiences verbally. The powerful oratory skills of many leaders have won wars, averted 
mass panic and saved companies from financial disaster. Unfortunately, speaking in public is one 
of the most feared activities today. In the following paragraphs, I shall delve into the importance 


of the skill of public speaking. I believe that it should definitely be a part of the school curricular. 


To begin with, public speaking is interrelated with communication skills and can be described as 
a form of communication. Public speaking does not always mean that you have to give a speech 


to a large audience. When you go for an interview, and speak to a group of interviewers or when 


you are giving a class presentation; all these are also a form of public speaking. In such situations, 


if you have the ability to communicate properly Jit can help you shape up your future. 


Secondly, it helps to overcome fear. Surveys have revealed that most people are afraid of public 
speaking more than their fear of death. The major reason is that one has to gather a thorough 
knowledge of the subject matter on which one has to speak. Once a person goes into the depth of 


any topic, he realizes that his anxieties and fears associated with it go down quite remarkably. 


Furthermore, this skill helps in personality development. When a person successfully delivers a 
good speech. It gives a sense of self-worthiness. A positive response from the audience can help a 
person feel more confident. Thus, it can bring about a lot of improvement in one's overall 
personality. Last but not least, the art of public speaking improves relationships. Once a person 
develops good public speaking skills, marked improvement can be seen in his interpersonal skills, 
which in turn, will help him maintain a healthy, relationship-with-his friends,and, family. Even in 
one's professional life, an effective interaction with one's boss, clients or subordinates can help a 


person enhance the possibility of advancement in his chosen profession. 


In our present teaching. system writing.and reading seems 'to be the.main focus of literacy. And 
oratory skills are not stressed. The system needs to be changed, so that it can focus more of its 
resources on teaching how to interact in the world. Almost all jobs require an interview, and if one 
does not know the working of a job interview, he will probably do poorly. But if the schools teach 


the skills of public speaking, appearing for an interview would be no longer a challenge. 


In conclusion, I believe that, the art of public speaking is very important in today's society. If 
today's children overcome gloss phobia or the fear of speaking in public, they would stand a much 


better chance in the highly competitive global village of today. 


25. Wild animals have no place in the 21st century, and the protection is a waste of resources. 


To what extent do you agree or disagree? 


I disagree with the notion that wild animals are redundant in the current century and therefore we 
need not waste our precious resources in protecting them. I believe that the conservation of these 
species should be our top priority as they are our most precious resources. In the following 


paragraphs I shall put forth my arguments to support my views. 


The most important reason for saving wild animals is that they are part of our ecosystem. Every 
species of wildlife plays a role to maintain the balance of life on Earth. Thus, the loss of any species 
can effect us directly or indirectly. Let us consider species to be like a brick in the foundation of a 
building We can probably lose one or two or a dozen bricks and still have a standing house. But 
by the time we have lost 20 per cent of species, we are going to destabilize the entire structure. 


That's the way ecosystems work. 


Secondly, wild animals provide many valuable substances such as medicine and fur. The horn of 
the rhinoceros has medicinal value and the fur of the mink is very valuable. The recreational 
viewing of animals at zoos is also a source of revenue. Thus, the financial value of wild species is 


important to the economies of many nations. 


Finally, wild animals have esthetic appeal They are beautiful creatures of nature and are a part of 
our bio-diversity Their beautiful and mysterious life has-enchanted ;mankind, since the; dawn; of 
evolution. Scientists have been awed by observing their behavior. Such study has helped scientists 
understand how the human body functions and why people behave as they do. Scientists have also 


gained medical knowledge by studying the effect of many drugs on these animals. 


In conclusion, the protection of wild animals in the 21st century is by no means a waste of 
resources. In fact it should be the most important global priority today. I pen down by a quotation 
"Scientists know we must protect species because they are working parts of our life-support 


system". 


26. Tobacco is a kind of drug. People have been free to use it. Some people think that it 
should be illegal to use it comparing with other drugs. To what extent do you agree or 


disagree? What is your opinion? 


(Against banning) 


Every year, thousands of people worldwide die from both smoking tobacco and voluntarily 
breathing it in. Despite this, I do not agree that it should be made illegal. However, 1 also believe 
that there should be a regulation on its use, considering its harm to health. In the following 


paragraphs, I shall put forth my arguments to support my views. 


It is irrefutable that tobacco products, especially cigarettes, could cause lung cancer, heart disease, 
and other illnesses. Drug abuse also has many potentially harmful effects not only on individuals 
but also on family, friends, work and society. Frequent drug users may turn to crime to meet the 
increasing expense for their habit, Continued drug use may cause personality changes. Some users 


lose interest in school or work, or have difficulty meeting the responsibilities of a job or family. 


Nonetheless, it costs society far more to prohibit a drug than it does to regulate it. And I'm not 
talking about just money. Prohibition creates organized crime, and with it you get street wars, and 
police corruption. With more violence comes more police, and that means more cost. Regulation 
the other hand, works quite well. The government should decide who gets to make it, who sells it, 
and who it is sold to. There should be controls on tobacco regarding potency, packaging, 
advertising, and a lot of other things. This is definitely better than banning a drug which leads to 


organized crime. 


Moreover, tobacco has long been a source of money for the governments in many countries. This 
income comes from taxes on the manufactured products Excise taxes also come from tobacco that 
arrives from other countries. Finally, I believe that it is better to educate people about the harms 
of tobacco. This approach has worked_betterin many-countries_and.there has been a reduction in 


the sale of tobacco products. 


In conclusion, I believe that, banning tobacco is not a good idea. Drug prohibition has been the 
most failed social policy and banning tobacco is a step backwards. However, there should be 


control on the manufacturing and sale of tobacco. 


(For banning) 


Every year, thousands of people worldwide die from both smoking tobacco and involuntarily 
breathing it in. Therefore, I agree that it should be made illegal considering its harms to health. In 


the following paragraphs, I shall put forth my arguments to support my views. 


It is irrefutable that tobacco products, especially cigarettes, could cause lung cancer, heart disease, 
and other illnesses. Smoking tobacco kills more than alcohol, drug abuse, car crashes, murders, 


suicides, and fires combined. 


World-wide some 3 million people die from smoking each year, 1 every 10 seconds. Smokers are 
more than 20 times more likely to developing cancer than non-smokers, and smoking can lead to 


a host of other health problems, including emphysema and heart disease. 


The detrimental effects of cigarette smoke are not just on the active smoker but also on the passive 
smoker. Smoking tobacco not only gives the smoker a high chance of an early gravest gives those 
around him/her the same chances due to Second hand smoke. What is more, a child born to a 
woman who has actively or passively smoked during pregnancy has chances of developing 


congenital defects 


Drug abuse also has many potentially harmful effects not only on individuals but also on family, 
friends, work and society. Frequent drug users may turn to crime to meet the increasing expense 
for their habit. Continued drug use may cause personality changes. Some users lose interest in 


school or work, or have difficulty meeting the responsibilities of a job,or family. 


In conclusion, I believe that, one of the main responsibilities of any government is to ensure the 


safety of its population, that is why taking tobacco should be made illegal. 


27. Some people believe that tourists should accept social and environmental responsibility 
while others believe that tourists should not accept any responsibility at all. What is your 


opinion? 


It is irrefutable that tourism industry has become the backbone of many of the world. No wonder 
all countries are opening their doors to tourists. The Negative social and environmental impacts of 
tourism have led many to suggest that tourists should accept the responsibility for this. I definitely 
agree with this notion. Eco-tourism, sustainable-tourism, responsible-tourism, modern-tourism or 
whatever name you may like to give it, is the need of the hour in the following paragraphs, I intend 


to put forth my arguments to support my view. 


The most important reason why tourists should be responsible is that many tourist destinations are 


endangered now because off the litter and pollution spread by the tourists. For example, the Sukhna 


Lake in Chandigarh, which is a popular tourist spot, once got so badly damaged by the wrappers 
and plastic bottles which tourists threw that no boating could be done there and it smelled so bad 
that people stopped going there. It took months to get it cleaned up and restore tourism there. The 
local people and the governments cannot handle such a situation effectively unless the tourists 


themselves lend a hand by being careful. 


Secondly, there is over-consumption of resources by tourists such as of water and fuel and this is 
incompatible with sustainable development. Tourist demand for resources such as water and food 
may also compete with the needs of local people and may lead to injustice with the locals. For 
example, in Shimla, a popular hill station, tourists stay in five star accommodation and take two 
showers a day whereas the people outside are short of drinking water. To add to it many tourism 
activities such as skiing, boating, motorised water- sports, and trekking represent a stress to fragile 
ecosystems. Who will welcome the tourists to those places if tourists do not accept responsibility? 
Instead of five star accommodation, they could live with the locals and be satisfied with one shower 


a day. 


Finally, if tourists do not respect the local people's culture and environment, then the natives would 
be hostile towards them and: he whole purpose.of tourism would be lost. For example, in our 
religious places, it is customary to cover our head and take off our shoes. If tourists fail to do so, 
they would not be welcomed by our people there. So, the onus is on the tourist to know beforehand 
the norms of the place and fortunately nowadays, everything is available on the net or one can get 


all information from the tour operators. 


Responsible tourism is everyone's responsibility. The well-being of the destination is not only the 
responsibility of the tourism sector- it is also the responsibility of the tourist. That is why it has 
rightly been said that - ' A good tourist is one who leaves behind nothing, but footprints; and takes 


away nothing, but photographs. 


28. Everyone should stay in school until the age of eighteen. Evaluate the arguments both 


and against this before reaching an opinion? 


In many countries, school attendance is mandatory for all children up to a specific age. In India 
this is 14 years of age. In the UK and many other countries it is 16, although the UK government 
now has plans to raise the school leaving age to 18. I agree that children should be in school till 


the age of 18. In the following paragraphs, I intend to put forth my arguments to support my views. 


The most important reason for raising the school leaving age to 18 is that, the age of 14-18 is the 
most impressionable age of a child's life. During this period of adolescence the children Undergo 
physical and hormonal changes because of which they are under a lot of pressure. Therefore, 
lengthening compulsory schooling helps protect childhood. While at school students will be 
protected from some of the pressures in life. They have the rest of adulthood to work, earn a living 
and make choices. Providing them with space to grow for as long as possible can make them better 


prepared for adult life. 


Secondly, more education provides the opportunity;sto. acquire more, skills; and. therefore more 
Options. It has been shown many times that Otiose with more education find it easier to find work 
and that they are more likely to find that work satisfying. What is more, raising the school-leaving 
age is a crucial investment in society's future. Doing so increases the economic potential of the 


future workforce, and so willvbring increased tax revenues in\the longterm. 


However, the opponents claim that extending the period of compulsory education requires a huge 
investment teachers, books and new school buildings which would be very expensive. They also 
say that many families need their children to make an economic contribution to the family income 
and working early can help these families to survive. Finally, just being in school does not 
guarantee that a student is learning. Unwilling students become disruptive. And damage the 


education of others in their class. 


In conclusion, I believe that, as every garden has weeds, similar compulsory schooling also has 
some drawbacks. However, these drawbacks are nothing as compare to the vast benefits this 
approach would bring and the cost needed to implement would be negligible if compared to the 
huge economic potential of the future workforce. Therefore, I believe that everyone should stay in 


school until the age of eighteen. 


29.Some people argue that individuals can do nothing to improve the environment. 
Therefore, only governments and large companies can make a difference. To what extent 


do you agree or disagree with this opinion? 


Everyone is becoming aware that the environment is a serious issue. There is bad air and water 
pollution everywhere and we also know that the greenhouse effect is changing our weather and 
that the hole in the ozone layer is causing skin cancer. However, not enough is being done to solve 
these problems, because most people seem to think that they can do nothing. They think that only 
governments and large companies can combat this massive problem. | feel that the responsibility 
for protecting the environment must be shared by everyone. Individuals can and should do many 


things to help to solve the problem. 


First of all, people can make sure that they are responsible in the way that they dispose of waste. 
If people throw rubbish like plastic into rivers ;and.oceans, it always,stays, there, and,causes-fish 
and sea-birds to die. It is also important to make sure that we do not buy goods that have too much 
wrapping on them, especially plastic wrapping, because if we do we are adding to the huge 


amounts of waste. 


People also need to be responsible in the way that they usé water. In some countries, like Australia, 
an enormous amount of water is wasted for swimming pools, washing cars and so on. Most 
countries are running out of fresh water. If people used their cars less this would help to prevent 
the greenhouse effect. Everyone can try to use public transport more, or use bicycles, or even walk, 


instead of using their cars for even short trips. 


Finally, the most important thing that individuals can do is to let their governments know that they 
want something to be done about the environment. It is obvious that the governments will not do 


anything unless the people force them to. 


It is therefore clear that individuals must take responsibility for the environment, otherwise it will 


soon be too late, and we and the next generation will suffer from serious consequences. 


30. Today, majority of children are raised by their grandparents due to the fact that their 


parents are busy working. To what extent do you think it affects the whole family? 


It is irrefutable that both parents are working nowadays and as a result children have to be raised 
by either maids or grandparents. Definitely, grandparents are better than any other option and this 


situation affects the family in both positive and negative ways which I shall highlight in this essay. 


On the positive side, looking after the grandchildren keeps the grandparents energetic and vibrant. 
Grandparents bathe, feed and even read books to the child. This leads to a sort of symbiotic 
relationship in which both grandparents and grandchildren can profit from. In other words we can 
say that it is a win- win situation for both. Grandparents will no longer suffer from loneliness and 


depression which is very common at that age and children are also well looked after. 


Moreover, such a situation Encourages joint family system. Therefore, all the benefits of a joint 
family are there. There is security in the family as we all know that there is Security in numbers. 
Another big advantage is that grandparents teach moral values to children. If grandparents do not 


look after children then parents use TVs as baby-sitters and-children can become couch potatoes 


On the negative side, it is generally seen that grandparents are over-doting and, out of love may 
pamper and spoil the grandchildren. Another disadvantage is that if there is not enough harmony 
between the parents and.grandparéfits then it can lead to frustration and spoil the whole atmosphere 


of the house. In such cases children aré the worst Sufferers. 


In conclusion, I believe that, it is very beneficial if grandparents look after their grandchildren. 
Grandchildren learn moral values, are looked after well and grandparents enjoy themselves and 


don't suffer from loneliness and depression. 


31. Fossil fuels coal, oil, natural gas are the main sources in many countries, but in some 
countries the use of alternative sources of energy wind energy and solar energy are 


encouraged. To what extent do you think it is a positive or negative development? 


It is irrefutable that fossil fuels are the main source of energy in many parts of the world, but some 
nations are taking a step forward and using renewable sources like wind, solar and tidal energy. 
Definitely it is a positive development. In the following paragraphs. I intend to support my views 


with my arguments. 


The main advantage of using alternate sources is that the conventional sources like coal and oil are 
non-renewable. They take millions of years to form and we are consuming them at an alarming 
rate. This means that if we use up the existing resources they will be gone forever as far as our and 
the coming many generations are concerned. Energy from the wind, the sun and the sea is an 
everlasting source of power. So, more and more governments should forward in promoting these 


sources. 


Another big advantage of these non-conventional sources is that they do not pollute the 
environment. We all know that global warming and damage to the protective ozone layer are 
caused by carbon-dioxide and other by-products of fossil fuels. If urgent step are not taken towards 
the use of natural sources like sun and wind, then the time is not far when the whole earth will 


transform into a boiling pot. 


Although the use of these Alternative sources has some. hurdles;such.as the, initial ;cost.of, setting 
up solar panel sand wind farms is very high and these Are also dependent on the geographical 
locations. However, once the initial cost has been met with, their maintenance is practically 


negligible. 


In conclusion, I believe that, the use of these alternative Sources is a Very positive development. It 


should be the global priority to invest in such research and development. 


32. The society would benefit from a ban on all forms of advertising because it serves no 
useful purpose, and can even be damaging. However, others argue that there are still 


some advantages of adverts. Discuss both views and give your opinion? 


Advertising in modern society is ubiquitous - on the radio, TV, the internet and in our letterboxes. 
While advertising has many disadvantages, the positive influence of advertising outweighs the 


negative. So, I disagree that there should be a ban on all advertisements. 


It is true that advertising provides us with information on new products, if it were not for electronic 
and print advertising, many products would not be bought. In this way, advertising provides an 
important service to manufacturers and some consumers. Additionally, it fuels the advertising 
industry, creating jobs for thousands of people, in this respect it is the backbone of many economies 


of the world. 


Furthermore, advertisements touch social issues. For example, when Amitabh Bachhan tells 
people to bring their children for polio immunization people listen. Then there are ads against 
female feticide which are very informative. Advertisements also teach a lot about the country from 
where the ads come. This is because through satellite TV we can see ads from all over the world. 


When we see a Japanese advert of a lady in a kimono, we come to know about the clothes of Japan. 


However, adverts also have a downside. Television commercials are a great example of this. Just 
as we are enjoying a TV program, a commercial break occurs, forcing us to listen. Advertising can 
also promote consumerism. People can become greedy for a new product and they can become 
discontent with what they already have. In the end, the consumer is never really satisfied, always 
wanting 'newer and better' products. Then, ads show dangerous stunts which may be copied by 
children and they may get hurt. Finally, some ads target children and so children fester parents to 


buy things which can upset the family budget. 


On balance, I believe that as every rose is accompanied by thorns, ads too have their disadvantages. 
Overall, the advantages far outweigh the disadvantages. So we should not ban ads. The government 


can, however, ban some ads which.show stunts or which make false claims. 


33. Food can be produced much more cheaply today because of improved fertilizers and 
better machinery. However, some of the methods used to do this may be dangerous to 
human health and may have negative effects on local communities. What are the 


advantages and disadvantages? 


Yesterday's fiction is today's reality. Such Colossal developments have taken place in agriculture 
which we could not even think of earlier. It is a highly debated issue as to whether these 
improvements in fertilizers and technology are a blessing or a curse. In my opinion, there are both 


pros and cons of this situation but the advantages are much more than disadvantages. 


On the positive side, farmers now have a wide range of selections in terms of seeding, irrigation 
and use of pesticides and fertilizers. Technology has saved people from tedious work and in the 


meantime increased the production markedly. Machines save the cost of labor and also save time, 


so productivity has increased dramatically. All this is needed to meet the demands of the 


burgeoning population. 


Furthermore, genetic modification of foods has given us such species which need little or no 
insecticides and no fertilizers. The quality of food has also improved. For example, fish gene has 
been added to tomato to make it frost resistant A nut protein has been added to soya bean to 
increase the protein content. We have more choices and even the color and shape can also be 
changed. We have sweeter fruits and square watermelons and yellow colored ones. Finally, factory 


farming in which animals are fed nicely so as to increase their meat, is also the need of the hour. 


On the downside, such technology has reduced the need for manpower and many people are now 
jobless. This has a negative effect on communities. Genetic modification also considered unnatural 
and as it is relatively new, people are also concerned about its long-term harmful effects. Some 
methods are also dangerous to the environmentjas,there is,contamination of the neighboring crops 
by the altered gene pool. Last but not least, the rich countries can use this technology and further 


increase the gap between the rich and the poor. 


In conclusion, I believe, that, as every. garden_has.weeds, stch.developments have their pros and 
cons. We should know where to draw the line and take maximum advantage of this technology 


minimizing its harmful effects. 


34. The spread of English as a “global language" is an issue nowadays. To what extent do 


you think the advantages outweigh the disadvantages? 


English has become the lingua franca in many parts of the world. Because of this, I agree with the 
given statement that the spread of English as an international language will have more pros than 


cons. 


Second, English is easier to learn than any other language. Unlike Chinese, for example, English 
has only 26 alphabets which are combined to make words and sentences. It is easy even for non- 
native speakers to read written English. In addition, a number of English words have been 


borrowed from many other languages, and many English words have been adopted by many 


languages and are used as part of their own languages. Therefore, many people in different 


countries already know some of the English. So, it could be the easiest language to learn. 


Furthermore, it is the language of global business and also jobs. It is the language of technology. 
You can make the best use of internet if you know English as many websites are written in English. 
Knowledge of English makes travel easier. There would also be no need of expensive translations. 
Finally, English will be the most promising language. Since English is used in many fields such 
as economics, politics, and academics, more and more people will study English in the future. If 
you have an international meeting in any field, it will probably be done in English. The demand of 


English will never stop. 


As every garden has weeds, there would be some disadvantages also. Many people fear that local 
languages would die out and with that, local cultures would die out because language and culture 


are inter-related. Moreover, it is bound to be divided into dialects. 


In conclusion, I believe that, there are more advantages than disadvantages of English as a global 


language, its popularity and demand will increase more and more in the future. 


35. Many people are optimistic of the 21st century and see it as an opportunity to make 
positive changes to the world. To what extent do you share their optimism? What 


changes would you like to see in the new century? 


Change is but natural. Everything undergoes a sea of changes over a period. Many changes are 
expected in the 21st century. I am an optimistic person and I believe there will be many beneficial 


changes which I would like to see in the 21st century. 


To begin with many positive changes are expected in the medical field. Our researchers are 
working day and night to find treatment of various types of cancers and other fatal diseases such 
as AIDS. Because of advanced diagnostic techniques like MRI and nuclear scan, many diseases 
can be detected so early that treatment is now possible. Advances are also going on for cell 
transplant instead of organ transplant. If this becomes true, transplant surgeries will become a thing 


of the past. 


Furthermore, terrorism and wars will be there only in history books. The whole planet Earth has 
already shrunk into a global village. National boundaries will disappear completely. We will also 
have better alternatives energy sources. Global warming will be dealt with effectively and 


everyone will have the basic amenities of life. 


Finally, illiteracy and poverty will be wiped out Everyone would be educated and contented and 
therefore there would be peace, harmony and happiness all around. Holidays in space might be 
common. Change is imminent in every sphere of human life. What is certain is that those who 


accept changes, instead of those resisting them, will be more successful. 


In conclusion, I believe that, all this might sound too optimistic, but I would surely wish to see all 


these in the 21st century. 


36. The government is responsible for protecting nation’s culture identity. Thus, some 
people believe new buildings should be built in traditional styles. To what extend do you 


agree or disagree with this opinion? 


Every city has its Architectural character, and this architecture.represents the culture of the place. 
However, I disagree that modern buildings should be built in traditional styles. In the following 


paragraphs I shall put forth my arguments to support my views. 


Firstly, in most large cities, land is scarce land consequently it is very valuable. This has led to the 
construction of all buildings which occupy only a small area of land while providing lots of floor 
space where people can live or work. We also have to meet the needs of the growing population 
for which tall buildings are the answer. Moreover, there is no need for deforestation to provide 


more land. 


Secondly, modern materials are more practical. Now we use concrete and steel instead of stone, 
timber or brick. Because of these things buildings can be built comparatively quickly using Are 
fabricated materials. They do not use local materials, such as stone, timber or brick, which used to 
give character to those buildings. Finally, changes are taking place in climate and energy sources 
Are depleting fast. So we need energy efficient houses. Modern buildings use double glass front 
walls and POP Plaster of Paris ceilings which lessen the energy requirements. Moreover, now we 


need smaller houses as family structure is changing. 


However, I believe that every city should preserve a the already existing historic buildings which 
give character and identity to the city. The various forts and palaces in Rajasthan, India have been 
preserved and are being used to attract tourism. I agree with this kind of initiative taken by the 
government. In conclusion, I believe that, it is the need of the day that modern buildings be built 
in today's contemporary styles and to give identity to a place one or two historic buildings may be 


there in every city. 


37.Some people think that the news media nowadays have influenced people's lives in 
negative ways. Others disagree and say that it is also positive. Discuss both views and 


give your opinion 


I disagree with the given statement that media has a negative influence on our lives. In the 


following paragraphs, both views will be discussed. 


There are many positive effects of media. To begin with, the usefulness of the media in almost 
instantly providing information, abouteéventsraround the world ‘is undeniable. It is because of the 
media that today we do not belong to a big planet Earth; we belong to a small global village. 
Furthermore, media also shapes our opinions. It is a link between the government and the people. 
Our conceptions of our elected officials spring from television images and newspaper __ stories. 
Most of us will never meet prime ministers or presidents but anyone who is regularly exposed to 
the media will know about them. When it is time to cast our vote, we will make our decision based 


on the media coverage of candidates. 


The media are also influential in the way they facilitate the spread of culture and lifestyle. Today, 
the popularity of Indian culture is an example of the media's enormous impact. It is the media 
which highlights the good points of our own culture through programs such as 'America's got 
Talent’. What is more, the reality shows of today have given exposure and fame to the common 
man with talent today. Indeed, with technological advancements, such as the Internet bringing 
even more forms of electronic media to our homes and workplaces. it is likely the media's influence 


will grow even stronger. Finally, the media also helps in providing justice to the common man. 


Who has not heard of the Jessica murder case and the case of Nithari killings? Were it not for the 


media, Jessica's parents would have never got justice. 


AS every rose is accompanied by thorns, the media too has its downside. The paparazzi can invade 
the privacy of famous people. Sometimes violence and vulgarity is shown and at times it can shape 
our opinion in negative ways. For that my counter argument is that once the person becomes 
famous then his private life becomes public and he has no right to complain about the paparazzi. 
People can choose what they want to see and technology has provided them the tools to block 
those channels which they do not want their children to see. Finally, God has given us brains to 
judge what is right or wrong. The media is just doing its job by providing us with the latest 


information. 


In conclusion, I would like to Reiterate by saying that the influence of media on our lives is largely 


positive. 


38. Many people say, that we have developed into a "throwaway" culture, because we are 
filling up our environment with so many plastic bags and rubbish that we cannot fully 
dispose of. To what extent do you agree with this opinion and what measures can you 


recommend reducing this problem? 


Environmentalists today are campaigning for "reduce, recycle and re-use” in a bid to save the 
world, but we as a nation, have adopted “replace" as our mantra. This and many other factors are 
leading to a throw-away society. In this essay, I shall discuss some steps that can be taken to solve 


this problem. 


To begin with, modern lifestyle has contributed greatly to the increasing amount of waste and 
garbage we produce every day. In other words, we have turned into a materialistic and mass- 
consumption society where we use more and throw away more than ever before. Once new things 
are acquired we dispose of these "unwanted" things to second-hand shops or just in the trash cans. 
The solution lies in changing our attitude. We should get old things repaired and try to use them 


as long as possible. 


Secondly, the markets today are flooded with cheap, single-use-only item that are more in demand 
than high priced quality items. Our houses and closets seem to be overflowing with goods that are 
more in quantity and less in value. Then, there is too much packaging done by the companies in a 
bid to make their things more attractive. Here too, the onus lies with us. We should not buy things 
with Excessive packaging. This will deter companies from Resorting to too much packaging. We 
can also bring our own personal shopping bags instead of using plastic bags provided by stores 
and shops. Besides, the government can enforce stricter laws on companies to use biodegradable 


packaging. 


Furthermore, plastics, waste metal, glass can be recycled. Companies can also contribute by 


developing new raw material which is recyclable and will ultimately lead to less garbage. 


In conclusion, I believe that, individuals, business and the government can share the responsibility 
to reduce the amount of waste material and to save-the.earth..If we-do.notitake,stepsto,tackle-this 


problem on a war footing our Earth will become un-inhabitable. 


39. Some people argue that companies and private individuals, rather than governments, 


should pay for pollution. To what extent do you agree or disagree? 


Environmental pollution is a burning issue these days and to save our planet Earth, it has to be 
tackled on a war footing. Some individuals are of the opinion that businesses and individuals 
should pay for the bill of pollution rather than the governments. Although it seems reasonable to 
ask them to do so, it would not be easy. Therefore, I disagree with the above statement. In the 


following paragraphs, I shall put forth my arguments to support my views. 


First of all, it may not be possible to say who is to blame. For instance, in my home town, there is 
a sugar mill, a starch mill and a textile mill All are adding to pollution in their own way. It would 
be very difficult to pin point the extent to which each one has to pay for pollution. Such businesses 
will find loopholes to avoid heavy bills. Therefore, the government should take the onus of 


handling the pollution costs. 


Secondly, the big companies may be unwilling to accept the responsibility of paying the additional 
bill of pollution by saying that they are already paying heavy taxes to the government. They could 


also argue that they are assisting the governments indirectly by aiding many charity organizations. 


Moreover, in places where governments have tried this policy and successfully prosecuted the 
companies who violated the law, it took years to get the result. Therefore, it would be very 
unpractical to make companies and it mandatory for companies to set up effluent treatment plants 


and subsidize them greatly so as to increase compliance of the companies to set them up. 


In conclusion, I believe that, pollution is a serious issue and the government should not leave it to 
the individuals and companies to pay its bill. It can however, make it mandatory for the companies 


to set up effluent treatment plants so that pollution is minimized. 


40. Some scientists believe that studying the behavior of 3-year-old children can tell which 
children would grow up to be criminals. To what extent in your opinion is crime a 
product of human, nature or is it possible to stop.children from growing up to be 


criminals? 


Some scientists are of the opinion that hereditary characteristic are responsible for the person's 
temperament and hence future career. I disagree with this notion. I believe that genes do play a 


role but the primary determinant is nurture - education and bringing up. 


It is definitely possible to mold a child into any direction by proper bringing- up j If we adopt the 
mindset that if parents are criminals so will the children be then we are limiting or even damaging 
an individual's basic rights to achieve his very best. Children can rise above the gene pool and rise 
to great heights. Even if a child is born to criminal parents but brought up away from that 


environment and provided quality education, he will not be a criminal. 


The debate on nature versus nurture has been raging for ages and no clear cut answer has come 
forward. A child prodigy can be born to ordinary parents and many intelligent parents can have 


ordinary children. A talented person can go unnoticed in the absence of the right environment and 


upbringing and an ordinary person can reach great heights with proper training. So, interplay 


between hereditary and environmental factors must be there. 


It has been seen that children born to intelligent parents also are intelligent and successful. But it 
is also possible that such parents provide an environment which nurtures the development of their 
children. When we see some programs such as 'India's Got Talent' and 'Little Champs', we notice 
some extremely gifted children who are born with talent and also some who have accomplished 


with great perseverance and proper coaching. 


In conclusion, I believe that, both nature and nurture play a part in determining the character of a 
person. It can also be concluded that both are inextricably linked with each other. But nurture 


weighs over nature and it is definitely possible to prevent children from growing up to be criminals. 


41. Children who grow up in families which are short of money are better prepared with the 
problems of adult life than children who are brought up by wealthy parents. To what 


extent do you agree or disagree? 


Role of family atmosphere in a child's development is a cause of concern. However, I disagree 
with the notion that children of poor families are better equipped in dealing with the challenges of 
adult life than those of rich families. No doubt, adversity is a good teacher of life, but rich parents 
can also prepare their children to confront the problems of adult life by good education and good 


nurturing. 


A child of poor family has more situations to solve a problem or make a decision as both parents 
are working to make both ends meet and children have to look after themselves. They realize the 
value of money as they have to live with the barest minimum and as a result they find it less 
difficult later on in life, when they encounter financial challenges. In contrast, the children of 
wealthy families are born with a silver spoon in their mouth. They are completely ignorant of the 
value of money as everything is provided for them in their youth and expect the same situation in 


adulthood. 


On the other hand, children of rich families study in the best schools and get the best quality higher 
education. They can learn problem solving in such academic institutes. What is more, a wealthy 
child may be well trained by a parent who himself has a lot of knowledge of money. Such parents 


themselves know money management better and can pass on those skills to their children. 


Life experiences also play a role. Children can have an innate ability to face problems of life. They 
may have personality traits such as being optimistic, outgoing, confident and open-minded. Due 


to these abilities they can solve problems in a better way. 


In conclusion, I believe that, a poor child may learn to get along without wealth land a wealthy 
child may be well trained by a parent to face hurdles of life by effective education. Therefore, I 


disagree that the economic situation of the family has a role in problem solving skills. 


42. The only way to improve the safety on our own road is to have stricter punishment for 


driving offenders. To what extent do you agree or disagree? 


It is irrefutable that careless driving and violation of traffic rules certainly result in a large number 
of accidents and stricter forms of penalties are necessary to reduce them. However, there are also 


certain other measures that have equal or more effectiveness in ensuring road safety. 


In the first place, there are certain accidents that occur not because of traffic violations. To explain 
it further, poor road condition considered a major reason for road casualties. For example, narrow 
roads and sharp curves often force even law-abiding drivers makes mistakes. Therefore, it should 
be noted that drivers alone cannot be blamed for such mishaps and giving them stricter 
punishments in these cases is no solution. A more effective strategy by the government would be 
to straighten accident-prone curves and widen narrow roads. Larger number of road signs and 


proper traffic signals can also be effective in diminishing accidents on roads. 


Furthermore, poor climate condition can be a major cause of accidents. For instance, poor visibility 
due to dense mist and rain slippery roads on account of snowfall cause make driving difficult and 


cause serious accidents in many countries. Stricter punishment for drivers is a futile exercise in 


handling such problems. Modern technological innovations should be used to deal with such 


emergency situations. 


On the other hand, reckless driving speeding and breach of traffic rules by careless drivers have 
caused many accidents. Moreover, drunken and drowsy driving have also resulted in serious traffic 
mishaps. While we admit that more stringent punishment for drivers would be an effective measure 


to an extent. It should not be considered the only way towards road safety. 


In summary, there are certain situations where drivers are not responsible for a particular accident. 
Hence apart from punishing drivers with heavier penalties other effective measures should also be 


taken. 


43. The speeding up of life in many areas such as travel and communication has negative 


effects on society at all levels—individual, national and global. Evaluate the effects? 


It is irrefutable that the IT revolutron and faster means of travel have affected society at all levels. 
However, I disagree that all these effects are negative: The society has also benefited enormously 


from this speeding up of life which in other words we can say globalization. 


At the individual level, we have more choices, more opportunities travel, better job prospects and 
more awareness and tolerance of other cultures. Due to better communication, people are 
connected with their near and dear ones and distances are no longer a barrier. There has been a fall 
in face-to-face communication, but the social network of friends that the young generation of today 


has is far more than ever before in the history of mankind. 


At the national level, countries are getting closer and the boundaries are vanishing. Because of this 
fast era of today nations re developing strong bonds doing successful trade with each other. The 
rich nations are opening Multi-National Companies in developing countries and thus providing 
job opportunities to millions. This is narrowing the gap between the rich and the poor. No doubt 
the people working in such companies are underpaid, but it is definitely better than being 


unemployed. Because of this, the economies of the poor countries are improving. 


At the global level, nations are joining hands to fight evils such as poverty, disease, terrorism and 
global warming. Who has not heard of the Kyoto Protocol. The major feature of the Kyoto Protocol 
is that it sets binding targets for 37 industrialized countries and the European community for 


reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 


In conclusion, I believe that, the accelerating pace of life has both negative as well as positive 


effects. However, the positive effects are much more than negative effects. 


44. As global trade increases between different countries, many daily necessities are 
produced in other countries. Such goods are usually transported a long distance. Do the 


benefits of this trend outweigh its drawbacks? 


Globalization has revolutionized our world in many aspects. Now, we don't belong to a big planet 
Earth. We belong to a small global village. Everything is available everywhere. There are many 
advantages and disadvantages of transporting goods over a long distance. In my opinion, the 


advantages outweigh the/disadvantages. 


On the positive side, transporting goods over a long distance gives us a lot of choices. We can taste 
a variety of fruits and vegetables from all parts of the world. For example, about ten years ago, we 
hardly saw kiwi fruit which is from New Zealand. But, now it has a place on every fruit stand. 
Earlier, we had very few shoe brands like Bata and Carona but now the market is flooded with 


Reeboks, Nike, Adidas and other foreign brands. 


Secondly, many people get employment in this field. Small businesses have a chance to expand 
globally and it increases the overall economy of the country. Finally, it helps in developing good 
relations between countries which helps in international co-operation and peace. If countries re 


dependent upon one another's economic success then armed conflict would be less likely. 


On the downside, importing goods can have a negative effect on the local culture. This can be seen 
in countries such as Japan where imported food has become more popular than traditional, local 
produce, eroding people's understanding of their own food tradition4 A second major disadvantage 
is pollution. When goods are transported thousands of miles by road, sea and air, it increases 


pollution from exhaust fumes. 


In conclusion, I believe that, importing goods has both merits and demerits but the pros outweigh 


the cons. 


45. The main purpose of public libraries is to provide books and they shouldn't waste their 
limited resources and space on providing expensive hi-tech media such as computer 


software, videos and DVDs. To what extent do you agree or disagree with this statement? 


Since centuries libraries are in the service oilman. These libraries are the Repositories of never 
ending knowledge known as books. Some people opine that libraries should only provide books 
and not other hi-tech media such as computer software, videos and DVDs.I, however, believe-that 


such hi-tech media should not be treated as a rival to books. Rather, it should complementary role. 


Because of technology, books are now being converted into disc forms such as CDs and DVDs. 
Even the availability of books inethe form of electronic media on NET is putting in danger the 
importance of the libraries. Moreover,a person can sit comfortably in his study ‘as the availability 


of reference books in the form of CDs and DVDs makes him reluctant to leave his study for library. 


However, one should keep in mind that a person goes to a library not only to search and get 
information from books but also to sit and study there. The Ambience and the peaceful and 
scholarly atmosphere of the library help one to concentrate more on one's work and study. Thus, 
libraries will never become redundant. They will always be there to indicate the presence of a well- 


read and educated society. 


Another important point is that it is very difficult to always read books from the computer monitor. 
Traditional books can be issued from the library and read in the comfort of your bed. Hi-tech media 
can be accessed only by those who are computer literate. The access to such media can be affected 
by power cuts and network failures. Moreover, in a traditional library you are guided by the 


librarians if you need any help in searching for the book. 


In conclusion, I believe that, advancement should be welcomed in every field but the importance 
of the libraries for their fundamental role cannot be put aside. This tendency will add more crowns 


of success to the importance of libraries. 


46.Some people believe that air travel should be restricted because it causes serious 
pollution and uses up the world's fuel resources. To what extent do you agree or 


disagree? 


It is irrefutable that air travel causes pollution and uses a lot of fuel, but I disagree that air travel 
should be restricted. Restricting air travel would solve some problems but would lead to many 


other problems. 


At atime when people all over the world worry about the decreasing level of fossil fuels and global 
warming, it is right to take action to save the planet earth. However, to simply discourage flights 
is not the answer, international countries are earning from tourism. Many people are employed in 
this industry. Many businesses like hotels and‘leisure centers, are dependent on tourists. So, if we 
discourage international tourism, it would create new and even worse problems. Many businesses 


would go broke and many people would be without jobs. 


Air flight also enables intercultural exchanges between countries. The advent of cheap air fare 
makes it possible for people the world over to travel regularly, regardless of the purpose of the 
trip. Therefore, people have the opportunities to learn from different cultures and have a better 
understanding of countries they used to be unfamiliar with. This, in turn, enhances cultural 


communications between countries. 


It is true that air travel consumes oil, but other modes of transportation are also causing pollution 
and using fuel. Discouraging private cars and encouraging people to use public transport could 
help save the environmental resources in a big way. Therefore, it would be a very unpractical 
decision to restrict air travel at the cost of people's mobility, or worse, at the cost of the 
development of the economy. Technology could also be used to produce more environmentally 


friendly and fuel efficient engines. 


In conclusion, I believe that, instead of restricting air travel, we should develop more efficient 
engines that produce more energy output with less fuel and fewer major air pollutants. We should 


also focus on limiting private vehicles and encouraging public transport. 


47. One long-distance flight consumes fuel which a car uses in several years' time, but they 
cause the same amount of pollution. So some people think that we should discourage 
non-essential flights, such as tourist travel, rather than to limit the use of cars. To what 


extent do you agree or disagree? 


It is irrefutable that the fuel consumed by one long-distance flight is consumed_ by a-car in several 
years' time, and the amount of pollution it produces is also more. Therefore, some people suggest 
that non-essential flights, including international travel, should be discouraged. I totally disagree 
whit this statement. I feel that even though cars produce less pollution and use less fuel, still we 
should focus on limiting the numberof cars. Discouraging flights,would lead to many other 


problems. 


At atime when people all over the world worry about the decreasing level of fossil fuels and global 
warming it is right to take action to save the planet earth. However, to simply discourage flights is 
not the answer, international tourism has become the backbone of many economies of the world. 
Many countries are gaming from tourism. Many people are employed in this industry. Many 
businesses like hotels and leisure centers the dependent on tourists. So, if we discourage 
international tourism, it would Create new and even worse problems. Many businesses would 


broke and many people would be without jobs. 


Air flight also enables intercultural exchanges between countries. The advent of cheap air fare 
makes it possible for people the world over to travel Regularly, Regardless of the purpose of the 
trip. Therefore, people have the opportunities to learn from different cultures and have a better 
understanding of countries they used to be unfamiliar with. This, in turn enhances cultural 


communications between countries. 


What we should do is to limit the use of cars. The number of cars is increasing at a staggering 
pace. This is posing too many problems. Cars are using too much of fossil fuels; they are creating 
a lot of pollution; they are leading to traffic congestion on the roads and they are also causing 


accidents. 


In conclusion, I believe that, traveling by air should not be discouraged. Instead, the use of cars 


should be limited. 


48. Housing shortage in big cities can cause severe social consequences. Some people think 


only government action can solve this problem. What is your opinion? 


Big cities act as magnets for everyone. Therefore, it is increasingly difficult for ordinary people to 
have somewhere to call home in big cities due to housing scarcity, especially the lack of affordable 
housing. Some people think only government has the power to solve this problem. I completely 


agree with this statement. 


The main reason for housing shortage’in large’ cities is’ the: burgeoning urban population. The 
situation goes from bad to worsens each year millions of job seekers rush into the city to try their 
lucky break and the majority of them eventually get settled down, which makes housing shortage 
even more serious. Careful planning of cities is required to address the issue and obviously, only 


the government are in a position address this problem. 


Even if the population were indeed under control, we still need more apartment buildings to house 
people who have already worked and lived in the city without decent housing. Again, only the 
government can decide which old buildings should be demolished to make way for new ones and 
which area could be designated for residential housing development. Of course, individuals can 


have their voice heard, but the final decision has to be made by the government. 


Another reason that causes housing shortage is those in the real estate business raise the cost of 
housing exorbitantly. To stop those profit-making housing developers and real estate brokers from 
pushing up the prices of housing effective rules and regulations are needed, which can be done by 
the government. As for the housing projects for low-income families, we can only depend on the 


government, too. 


In conclusion, I believe that, only the government action can solve the problem of housing shortage 


in big cities. 


49. The best way to solve the world's environmental problem is to increase the price of fuel. 


To what extent do you agree or disagree with this statement? 


Excessive traffic and increasing pollution are affecting every major city in the globe. To lessen the 
severity such problems, some people say that governments should raise the price of fuel such as 
petrol and diesel. It may help to some extent but I disagree that it is the best solution to solve the 


problem of the environment. 


To begin with, the number of cars in a country directly depends on the proportion of the population 
affluent enough to own cars. As a result, raises in gas price could invoke hard feelings among this 
segment of people cut would not drastically change their behavior in using cars. Even if the number 
of cars on road is reduced due to higher gas cost, this4s not the best way-to'solve traffic problems. 
Such a policy would hurt the auto industry, place higher costs on current and prospective car 
owners, and be detrimental to the economy of a nation, in the long run , the final way out could be 


the construction of better roads and more effective use of available transport facilities. 


Secondly, there is evidence that waste gas from cars is not the leading cause of air pollution. The 
culprit may be the discharge of polluting substances into the atmosphere due to the rapidly growing 
manufacturing industry. As a result, reduction of the number of cars would not return us a blue 
sky and fresh air. We could better handle this problem if we could increase control over industrial 


waste discharge and adopt more environmental friendly materials and production equipment. 


Finally, other measures like he application of cheaper and cleaner energy could also be a better 
solution. For example, we now have the ability to make cell-powered or even solar-powered cars. 


Such energy is completely clean and plentiful. 


In conclusion, I believe that, it is not the best way to control traffic and pollution by increasing gas 


price because such an action will hurt consumers and economy without achieving what it is aimed 


for. Measures such as construction of better transport facilities and development of new energy 


resources could be more effective solutions. 


50. It is better for students at university to live far away from home than to live at home 
with their parents. What are the advantages and disadvantages, and give your own 


opinion? 


It is a highly debated issue whether it is better for university students to live far away from home 
than to live at home with their parents. There are pros and cons of both approaches. It is necessary 


to look at both sides of the argument before forming an opinion. 


There are definite benefits of staying at home. To begin with it is much more economical to stay 
at home than to stay near the university. If you choose to stay at the university then you either stay 
at the university dormitory or rent your own apartment. Both university options are more expensive 
as compared to home.\Then you havercto do your own cooking. and cleaning which is not the case 
if you stay at home where your mother looks after all these things. You do spend some time 
commuting to and from the university but then you save your time on cooking and cleaning. The 
disadvantage of staying at home is that you may be disturbed by siblings and you have to help in 


household chores. 


There are many advantages of staying near the university. University education is a time for you 
to mix with people of different backgrounds and cultures. This cultural exchange usually occurs 
after class hours. If you have to return home then you miss out on this golden opportunity. 
Secondly, there are good study facilities such as library, computer lab etc, if you are on or near the 
campus. You also get to experience some independence. The downside is that it is expensive and 


to cut the cost you may have to share your apartment with someone you might not like. 


In my opinion, it is definitely worthwhile to live at the university than with your parents even if 
you have to shell out some extra money for that because it is a golden opportunity to interact with 
people of different parts of the world and you get to enjoy the benefits of facilities like the library 


and sports stadiums and gyms. 


In conclusion, I believe that, there are benefits and drawbacks of both approaches and the decision 


is purely subjective. However, in my opinion staying near the university is better. 


51. Earlier technological developments brought more benefits and changed the lives of 
ordinary people more than recent technological developments. To what extent do you 


agree or disagree? 


Earlier technological progress had been great with many far-reaching breakthroughs, especially in 
the early period of the last century. However, the benefits and changes brought by the earlier 
technological developments to the lives of ordinary people cannot compare with those brought by 
recent ones. Therefore, I disagree with the given statement. In the following paragraphs, I intend 


to support my opinion with my arguments. 


Undoubtedly, recent technological developments have benefited and changed our life so much that 
we enjoy almost all the comforts and conveniences that life can ever offer. Today, we can breakfast 
in Japan, lunch in Singapore,and dine“at New Delhi, This ts .all because of the faster means of 
travel. The Internet has revolutionized communication. Today we send and receive e- mails at the 
click of a mouse. We chat and do video conferencing with our kith and kin in any part of the world. 
These are just two examples of how dramatically recent technological developments have 


benefited and changed our life. 


Furthermore, in the field of medicine, we have gadgets to diagnose cancers and many other 
diseases at such early stages that almost complete cures are possible Also, if we look at the means 
we use to go to work, the Electrical appliances we use at home, the devices we use in offices, the 
facilities and equipment we use in factories, we can say with certainty that recent technology has 


transformed our lives beyond imagination. 


Admittedly, earlier technological developments did benefit and change the lives of ordinary people 
from the time when they were achieved, especially after the Industrial Revolution. However, it is 
self-evident as to what benefited and changed people's life more, telegraph or mobile phone, 


Phonograph or Mp4, Steam train or the monorail? 


In conclusion, I believe that, recent developments of technology have certainly benefited and 


changed our lives more than the earlier ones did. 


52. In order to learn a language well, we should also learn about the country as well as the 
cultures and lifestyles of the people who speak this language. To what extent do you 


agree or disagree with this opinion? 


Language and society are as inextricably linked as a chicken and an egg. Language is the verbal 
expression of culture. I strongly agree that in order to learn a language 'well' you must also know 
the culture and lifestyle of the people who speak that language. In the following essay, I intend to 


support my views with my arguments. 


It is true that some successful language learners have never learned about the culture and lifestyle 
of the native speakers. Such learners probably have a gift for learning languages and would be 
successful under any circumstances, with regular effort. For most_people, however, learning in a 


social context is the key to learn the language well. 


Language is much more than just a means of communication. It is an art, a science, a culture, an 
identity and a vision. It is a lifestyle. It is like seeing the world through different eyes. For instance, 
the Eskimos have 24 different words for snow like - 'aput' means snow on the ground, 'gana' means 
drifting snow. Snow has a greater impact on their culture than ours and so is their language. So 
definitely learning about their culture and lifestyle would help understand the importance of these 


meanings. 


There are dialects, nuances and idioms of a language which can only be learnt if we learn about 
the culture and lifestyle of the people. For example, Punjabi is the mother tongue of people who 
live in Punjab. It has two dialects which mean ways of pronunciation and speaking. The two 
dialects are quite different and can only be learnt if you spend time with those people or learn 
about their culture. Then there are the nuances in a language which means subtle shades of meaning 


which can also not be learnt without knowing the lifestyle of people. Finally, it is more enjoyable 


to learn a language if we learn about the culture and lifestyle. We are more motivated to learn 


another language. 


In conclusion, I believe that, it is definitely needed to know about the culture and lifestyle of people 
if you have to learn a language well. It makes learning fun and it helps to understand the dialects 


and nuances of the language. 


53. Multi-cultural societies, in which there is a mixture of different ethnic peoples, bring 


more benefits than drawbacks to a country. To what extent do you agree or disagree? 


I definitely agree with the statement that cosmopolitan societies aresbetter for the overall) progress 
of a country. That is perhaps why nations such as the U.S.A., Canada and Australia, which are 
primary multi-cultural societies, enjoy great prosperity, stability and harmony. In the following 


paragraphs. I shall provide arguments to supportymy views. 


Apparently, a multi-cultural society can bring a wide variety of benefits to a nation in terms of 
economic, cultural and social development. To begin with, the majority of immigrants from 
different cultural backgrounds are high achievers including experts, scholars, engineers, business 
people and other well-trained people. Their arrival means an inflow of expertise, experience, 
investments as well as a dynamic labour force which are all key factors to the increase of 


competitiveness, efficiency and productivity of a nation's economy. 


What is more, the new arrivals know very well the importance of respecting the local traditions 
and customs Therefore, they co-operate and collaborate well with the natives. They work very 
harmoniously side by side in offices, factories and schools. In addition, with a rich blend of peoples 
cultures and lifestyles, people in multi-cultural societies tend to be more open-minded and tolerant 
of other people's customs and religions. However, multi-societies also have some problems. 
Sometimes, people from overseas will try to maintain their unique ethnic cultures with their own 
distinctive characteristics. These differences many seem trivial, but they can cause some conflicts 


that make it difficult for immigrants to become assimilated into the mainstream of the local social 


life. But multi-cultural societies are usually based on equality and diversity so these problems can 


eventually be dealt with successful. 


To sum up, after what I have discussed, the advantages of multi-cultural societies far outweigh the 
disadvantages. That is the reason so many countries make great efforts to attract more immigrants 


from abroad. 


54. Some people think the main purpose of schools is to turn the children into good citizens 
and workers, rather than to benefit them as individuals. To what extent do you agree or 


disagree with this opinion? 


I definitely agree with the statement that the primary aim of schools is to turn the pupils into good 
citizens and workers rather than benefit them as individuals. I feel that schools have to fulfil both 
things but the primary aim is towards the welfare of society and the benefit to the individual 


Automatically ensues. 


Schooling can do‘a lot for shaping children. Firstly, school is‘a-system with so many possibilities 
for a child to grow into what he or she actually is. For example, teachers are able to mould children 
by identifying their hidden strengths, and the same strength may later make the child what he 


actually is in this world for. 


Secondly, since children spend a sizeable amount of their time with teachers and a community of 
boys and girls from different faiths, statuses and family values - there is great possibility for a child 
to undergo a transformation into a good human being. Teachers are a great force to influence 


children. 


Of course, learning academic subjects is the main aim for what students go to schools. Definitely, 
the job market requires professional knowledge the most. But it is also true that if students become 


good citizens and workers, they themselves equally benefit too. 


In conclusion, I believe that, raising children into real human beings involves several factors. 


Among them, the prominent one is good schooling. School’s main function is to make students 


good and responsible workers and the personal benefit to students also takes place simultaneously. 


55. Throughout the history, male leaders always lead us to violence and conflict. If a society 
is governed by female leaders it will be more peaceful. To what extent do you agree or 


disagree with this opinion? 


In the history of mankind there have been many records of violence and conflicts in the form of 
wars. Some people think that if a society were governed by female leaders, it would be more 
peaceful. However, if we look into the past history we can get numerous examples when there 
have been wars and conflicts even during the rule of women rulers. So, I disagree with the 


statement. 


If we had female only rulers, we probably would not be alive today. Sure most wars were caused 
by men, but that is only because more than 90% of rulers were men. Female rulers have also caused 
wars and their fraction is a lot higher than male rulers. For example, during the Tang Dynasty, the 
first female ruler\‘of China} Wu Zetian who was well-known for her/tyranny and)cruelty, launched 
a series of wars to expand the territory of the empire. This didn't happen only in China. It was 
Queen Victoria who invaded India, China and many other countries n close succession. Even our 
late Prime Minister, Indira Gandhi, led India in a war against neighboring Pakistan which resulted 


in the creation of Bangladesh, formerly East Pakistan. 


It is understandable if you say that generally, women are more affectionate, thoughtful and gentle 
as compared with men. They are also less ambitious and aggressive. However, politics is decided 
by the interest. If you are the leader of a society, you surely have the required leadership qualities 
regardless of the gender Apparently, leaders, male or female, will have to make a decision 


according to the citizens' interest. 


In conclusion, I believe that, a society will not necessarily become more peaceful merely because 
it is governed by a female leader because, essentially, there is no difference between female and 


male leaders when it comes to politics. 


56. With the increase in the use of mobile phones and computers, fewer people are writing 
letters. Some people think that the traditional skill of writing letters will disappear 
completely. To what extent do you agree or disagree? How important do you think is 


letter-writing? 


It is irrefutable that in today's era of modern technology, many people struggle to produce letters 
and often avoid writing letter altogether. Nevertheless, I don't agree that this skill is gradually 
disappearing. In this essay, I shall put forth arguments to support my view and also talk about the 


importance of letter writing. 


Firstly, let us consider the reasons why writing letters is less frequent nowadays. This is because 
of modern technology. These days we are much more likely to email someone than write a letter. 
In addition, our business communications have become’moreinformaDthan in the past) Asia result, 
a less formal style of writing is more acceptable. Other forms of communication such as text 


messaging have reduced our need to write letters even more. 


However, in my Opinion, there are-tim€s wher there iSno alternative to;writing a letter. Letters are 
generally more formal and carefully composed than emails. This makes them more suitable for 
occasions when they are likely to be kept and re-read, perhaps several times, by the recipient, as 
with formal letters of thanks or sympathy. Letters provide a written record, unlike telephone calls, 
so they are also a better way of setting out an important or complex argument, as in the official 
complaints or legal matters. Moreover, that time is still very far when everyone will have a 


computer and internet connection. Till that time letter writing can never disappear. 


So, it can be seen that letter writing is a very important skill to learn because there are many parts 
of the world where it is very important to be formal. This is particularly true if you are involved in 
international business. Because of globalization the business world is becoming more and more 
international and it is not always possible to pick up the telephone to talk to people. Consequently, 
I believe that letter writing will never die out completely. And even though these letters may be 


written on computers rather than by hand we still need to learn and practise this skill. 


In conclusion, I believe that, there are fewer times when we need to write letters than in the past. 
On the other hand, I feel there are still some important occasions when a letter is the most 


appropriate form of communication. 


57. When international media including movies, fashion shows, advertisements and other 
TV programmes convey the same messages to the global audience, people argue that the 
expansion of international media has negative impacts on cultural diversity. What is 


your opinion? 


As international media companies expand across the world, the growing popularity and uniformity 
of some media programmes such as TV shows, movies, fashion shows is causing worldwide 
concern. Many people have strong views toward this trend. In my opinion, international media is 


closely linked to cultural globalisation and cultural homogeneity 


The dominance of international media is a sign of Western cultural imperialism and has _ the 
potential to thwart cultural diversityeIt is mot a secret_that international media is owned and 
operated by a handful of giant corporations, such as Time Warner. They control large sectors of 
the media market and place national media companies at risk. The contraction in the number of 
media owners will cause a proportional reduction in the variety of programmes broadcasted. For 
example, painting, music and movies accessible in the media have a small number of genres, 


imposing restraints on one's knowledge of artworks of different cultural backgrounds 


In addition to seizing control over those creative industries, global entertainment companies affect 
cultural diversity by reshaping the perceptions, beliefs and norms of ordinary citizens in different 
countries. Most of the cultural values and ideals promoted by the leading mainstream media 

are of American origin. American culture values individuality, maximisation of one's benefits and 
material wealth, rather than communal life and family solidarity the values and norms previously 
treasured in many Asian countries. Unfortunately, many Asian people now imitate American 
people, causing the alteration of their perceptions of family. This radical change can be attributed 
to hose movies and TV programmes that portray the success of American individuals or 


corporations. 


The loss of media diversity is also responsible for people's narrow sense of ways of life. The ruling 
class of many countries speaks English, favours Western food, wears Western-style jackets and 
even prefers Western weddings. Young people re captivated by American basketball and some 
even daubing the names of NBA stars on their school sweat suits. All these transformations in life 
are the result of the audience's exposure to Hollywood movies, TV shows and sports reports. The 
loss of media diversity will lead to degradation of culture and to a minimisation of cultural 
diversity. It is a worrying trend, as people need cultural diversity to preserve and pass on their 


valuable heritage to future generations, including lifestyle. 


As shown above, international media, controlled by a handful of transnational media corporations, 
is exporting Western culture worldwide and putting many indigenous cultures at the risk of 
extinction. The uniformity of media programmes has led to that of artworks, norms and ways of 


life wherever international media goes. 


58. Team activitiés/can teach more skills forlifethan those activities which are played alone. 


Explain the benefits of each and give your own view? 


Both teamwork and individual work Require different skills and teach different things. Most of 
our daily life depends on teamwork like doing a job and raising a family. Therefore, I agree with 
the given statement that team activities teach more skills for life than solo activities, in the 


following paragraphs, I shall support my view with my arguments. 


Some important skills of life are communication skills, co-operation and conflict management 
skills All these are only learnt through teamwork. In solo activities, we do not need to communicate 
and so we do not learn these skills. However, when we step into daily life we realize that 
communication skills are the most needed skills. We also have to co-operate also with our family 
members, colleagues, friends and neighbors in daily life. When we do team activities, we learn co- 
operation also. Conflict management skills are also learnt when we do team activities. You have 
differences of opinion and you learn to manage tough situations very diplomatically. All these are 


very necessary skills of life. 


Furthermore, we also learn leadership skills, decision making and critical thinking skills while 
doing team activities. We learn how to make our voice heard and we also learn how to accept the 
correct suggestions of others. Finally, we learn sportsman-spirit which is a very good trait. We 


learn to accept victory with modesty and defeat with grace. This is an important life skill. 


On the other hand, we learn many skills of life through solo activities also. We earn a sense of 
competition and perseverance through individual activities. All life skills are important for us. We 
cannot forget that man is a social animal and cannot live alone. So, what we learn in teams can be 


applied more in our daily lives. 


In conclusion, I believe that, team activities and individual activities - both teach important skills 


of life but team activities are definitely better teachers of life skills than solo activities. 


59. Some people say that the government should not put money on building theatres and sport 
stadiums. Others argue that they should-spend more money on-medical care and education. 


Discuss both views and give your opinion. 


It is a highly debatable issue whether the government should spend money on medicine and 
education rather than on theatres and sports stadiums. In my opinion, all these things are important 


for the people and therefore, the government should allocate equal resources for both. 


Basic medical care is very important for the general public. If people are healthy, there will be 
more work productivity and the country will prosper as a whole. There are many people who 
live below the poverty line and it is the government's responsibility that they should receive 
medical aid whenever needed. There are also the elderly who have paid taxes throughout their 


working life and now need good medical care. 


Adequate education facilities are also the duty of the government. Today, there are a number of 
children from deprived backgrounds who get substandard education. They would definite 


require a high quality of education if they are to succeed in later life. What is more, an educated 


society has less crime and violence and the country gets good recognition the whole world if 


its people are educated. 


On the other hand, theatres and sports stadiums are equally essential for people. Art and 
entertainment is also a basic human need. Theatrical shows provide entertainment and at the same 
time preserve our culture and tradition. Our artists earn name and fame for our country. Sports 
stadiums, similarly, attract millions of spectators to watch matches every year. Many more millions 
watch games on television, read about them in newspapers, and discuss them with their friends. 
Therefore, we cannot say that these are unnecessary expenses and therefore the government 


should not ignore them. 


In conclusion, I believe that, medicine and education are needs that we recognize, but theatrical or 
sports events are also basic needs. Therefore, governments should allocate resources for both 


these things. 

A highly debatable issue (phrase) a hot topic 

Allocate equal resources (phrase) spend on these equally 

Work productivity,(phrase) ability. todo well at one’s work 
Prosper as a whole (phrase) develop 

Live below the poverty line (phrase) be poor 

Receive medical aid (phrase) get medical help 

Adequate education facilities (phrase) good facilities in education 
Deprived background (phrase) poor family 

Substandard education (phrase) bad education 

Require a high quality of education (phrase) need better education 
Educated society (phrase) society in which there are a lot of educated people 
Good recognition (phrase) known by other nations 

A basic human need (phrase) what people need 


Preserve our culture and tradition (phrase) protect culture and tradition 


Earn name and fame for (phrase) make the country famous 
Attract millions of spectators (phrase) Attract many people to there 
Earn name and fame for (phrase) make the country famous 
Unnecessary expense (phrase) waste money 


Allocate resources for (phrase) spend money on 


free for practice by Author Ranjot Singh Chahal 


www.Ranabooks.co.in 


